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' nireu wrinileor Secretari ai Comitetelor Czntrale =

<l

L8

nariie 'or'comuniste 5i Aauncitoresti i g pregscdintilor

Consiliiler ¢ Linigtri si tEpilor berticioante la Tratz-

vl de le Varsovia, 1a CC el PUUP, {n dimineats zilei ¢a
20 lanusrie 1965

&4 particiset wevarizii o T.Jivkov,-A.Novotny $1 J.Lenart,
0riy, W.Gomulka i I.Cyrankiewicz, Gheorghe
Ghzorzhiu~Deg $1 Ion 1€Crshe Maurer, J.Kadar, L.EBrejnev si

Tov.Gemulke a saluvat 13 fnceput Pe primii secretar; al
Couitetelor Centrale ale partidelor Tréafesti gi Pe presedingij
Conzilii.sr de Minigtri a1 Fa&rilor barticipante ‘1a Tratatul de

le Vargovia, 1z sediul CC al puyp,

»3235td Intllnire - 4 SPUs tov.Gomulkas - g-g organizat la
/ Proy-nerza unor delegetii brezente la consfituire. Nu este stabi-

1itd o crdine de =i & Intilririi, dar ar urma sd se faci un schimb
de pireri 1in legdturd cu urritoasrele probleme :

.- Probleme 2SUPrs cérera Comisig de redactare nu 8 ajuns
dz o0l i oesre 8 fezl trunsmise Intilnirii noastre gpre a fy

1

nonlinute i s oge lus Aotiriri. Iste vorba ig primul rind de pro-
tlinz Nzdiceminirii crmeler Aucleare, toverdsii romini obiecting
in Cormunicatul consfatuirii.

2.- Probleme care fecesitd adoptares de hotédrirg interne
ale consldvuirii, osroblepe care au reiesit din cuvintdrile tinute
leri <o delezati., 3e are 'in vedere adoptares unei hotdriri care,
SUL Iorma unei recormandiri cisra guvernele respective, minigtrii
adiuncti g1 afecerilor externe sa {ie obligayi si Se Intilneascy
beriocdic, cel pulin ge doul ori pe an. ; -

3.= Froblera pe care Cermisie redsctionell nu lewy discutat
Plad Ir sezro zilei ds 10 lenugrie g.c, $1 anume

\ Y Dusizes CoOLZndandTigg Supren al Torfelor Armate Unite
ale oo ooy G s Tergovia,
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L) Problema credri, Statului major al Iop

telo:-ﬂrmate U
gle Tratstului

e lg Varsovie;
nez'adresaté
1 redacrat in doud fraze sr tp i

invitares guvernulud 81lbunez de 8-si trimite reprezentanti 1la
consfé&tuire, refuzul PE&rtii albaneze de 2 lug barte,
faptul e Participarea in contlnusre g R

: g
¢) Ridspunsul 1g Scrlisoaras guvernului glba
sTatulrii. Rispunsu

In continuare, lov.Gomulks

S-~& adresat tovardsului 'II
Gh.Gheorghiu—Dej sl tovardsului I.Gh.Maurer CU rugdmintes dge a :

Teexaminag pozitia Partii romine feyd de idein nediseminarij si Il
de ¢-3i 33 acordul ey includeres gn Comunicat 3 Pasajulul res-
bectiv, cu care toste celslslte delegatii sint de acord.

Tov.Gh.Gheorghiu-De s .I
Mot &1 expus In cadruyl cuvintdrii nogstre pozifie Rominiej )
fatd de problems PELTrU Care am fost convocati aiet $i anume . .l
de a . ne pronunfta Imposriva credrii fortelor nuclears multilatera-
le ele NATO si fr primul ring de & nu admite accesul RFG la srme .l
nuclesr&. Noi am expus, Inci de 1ga Sosire, in discugla cu tov, '
Gomulks $i cu tov.Ulbricht, temerile noastr

e in legituri cu fap- .I
tul cd din punct ‘¥ vaderes tactic,

el momentului actﬁal, nu este
bine si ridicip nooblems nediseminarii armelor nuclesre. Noi ny N
VIem ca sducing szceusty Problemi 1g ONU, ee s& fie folositd de II
unele tari, cum ~ite Indig, Shre exempluy, bentru g obtine fn gcest
for irtarnzticnsgl SOnrlannares R.P.Chineze. Este bine cg fntr-c II
g@semernes actiune, de 5 La8re importanta internationalé, S8 contin
In prizul ring Pe acoerdul si aprijinul celorlaite faxi soclaliste;
o) Vietnix, Tugoslavig, 3 tutwror térilor soclaliste. .
g acests s-ar putes aslgura eficacitates doriti =
acilunil aropuse. ' ' .
in ¢= Triveste prolectul de Tratst Propus de delegstia
EDZ, nel nu ne puten pronunte, decarece l-ap Primit cu 24 ore ine- II
intcn.plgcirii delegztiei 1a Vargovia. Ascmenea probleme care en-
E2J€32T stusul nostrv pe arena interna;ional§ trebuie examinate
si hotirige e “rguncle competente ale partidului gi guvernuludi. ll
r&ii €3 este bine S3 ne concentrim togte fortels
Supre zhewsiunii aare Consdd tuie obiectyl Sesiunii noastre :
CoNlzrnares Lredrii, indiferent £1D ce formi, =2 FMM, pentru a nu
Permila acaunsgn?

ol annisig

HFS Yz armg auelzari. Acestez sint temerile pe ca~

Te¢ rol vi leoyg - imparcds it $1 care mority, dupdl pdrerea noasstri,

220 /.
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gentie. Eu {4 rog pe tovarigi s& manifeste intelsgers Tatd Jde

celg sritate de roi i 88 fle de acord ca zce

8std problemd a gi-
senindrii si au fle inclusi fn Comunicst. '

Tov.W.Ulbricht:

Frin creargs FN, primejdle principeld o reprezintd
instituires vlocului atomie SUA-RFG. Planurile de creare g FNM
Sau FNA prezinti psricclul resl 8l diseminirit in continugre a

grmeler rucleare. Acessta ge referd In primul rind ls RFG, la
celelalse state NATQ, precunm sl alte
dorezia, Suedia, Izrasl.

tari cum ar f£i Indla, In-

In ceea ce privegts China,

88 posedd dejs erme nuclesari.
Tratetul pr

obus de RDG dsce gstrsl formulat incit si nu

peatd f1 In nici un caz folosit 1upotriva R.P.Chinezs. Delegatia
R g fdcub sceste propunart avind in vedere sltuatiaz nould care
5~z cfaat dupd sesiunea din decambr

te 1964 & Cons{liulul NaTO.
Cu acest prilej au fost dezvil

ulte o seris de &@specte noi, necu-
noscute pind otunci, als Strategiel g1 tacticiy NATO privind pre-
g&tirile de ri#zbol impotrive t&rilor membre sle Tratstulul de la
Varsovlis gi In primul ring Impetrivas RIG. Tocmai acesste a do-
terminet delegsiia RDG s& vind cu noilse Propuneri gi =& insiste
ce problema nedi ‘eminirii s& fle neaparat dlscutatd 1a actuala
sesiune a Acundr.i Generals g ONU. Delegatia RDG co
mentul este prie ric, 1

- =0

nsiderd cd mo-
ntrucit deocamdaty nu exist&d inci o ordine

sesiwnll Adunirii Geérerale QONU. Pe de g
te, aceasta ar aa pocibilicats

ds zi stabilita 2 1t& par-
tiérilor soclaliste sa manifestse

I inltistiva s& apart{ing unor tiri care
§=5 Indrepte Iizpotriva Chinei.

inlyiativd 31 s¥

Tov.I.Gh.Maureg:

Froblara brincipela pentru care De-sm adunst slci este gz
- & & ¥

inchelsts dupd cel de-al dolles rédzbol
mondial, =3 nu sa nerniti ina

B2 Cum previi gcord: rile

rmarea Germaniel cccidentale, accesul
»Ceasty este problema brincipald in prezent
“rebule noi sd ne pronungam.

Eav.w.Ulb:lcht:
e

$1 L legdturéd cu ea

dea pericolul pe care 11 comportd disemineres in

conliiture @ armelor nuclesre fnseamn3 a apropia pericolul riz-
boiviii nuclear, in loc de -1 iIndepirta. Lipse din Comunicatul
corzi.iiirii nosstre g tdeii nediseminirit va produce mari con-
fuzi:

rindul zdversarilor Inarm3rii atomice. A reduce peri-

2FG sau chiar numai la tarile NATO,

231

colul Fizeminarii nurei la
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or insemng s onicgordm GfiCuuLUQLCO prOPasandL:tlcd a pozigiei
1 11 rugdm po tovordsii romini si fie de

,_.
PN
(P\
7y
[0}
18]
-

n Comunicat a paresgrafulul referitor 1a na

_ Tov .W.gomui‘f.a:
Craugrap HWA Teyrz.intd de rapt diseminare. Pentru mine
atestbeo slnt siuornine. Luo o, nronuntindu—ne impotriva creir:
Filll, =il n2 pronenin lapotrive dlsenwindarii fn continusre z arr

lor nuclesrs. A relface Insi nediseminarea numai la RFG, ar in-
semna ca protlemz s Tle mult insustatd. Chestiunes priveste nu
nuasi 3FG, ¢l s1 give z3tste HATO care su posibilitatea de a intrs
in posesia armei nucleare.
- - In cezul Insi cd vom limitas problemas doar la NATO, atunci
opinia public& ne va iInvinui de fitirnicie politicid. Nu se poate
s& firm impotriva FiM in cadrul NATO, fdrd ca implicit si& nu fim

it

I

in gensral pentru nediseminares armelor nuclesre. In aceasti pro-
blen® {&rile noastre au adoptet anterior o serle de hotdriri,

cecz ce inseamnd cd nu spunem nimic nou. Sau g&v. considerati ci
acuste hotdriri adoptate anterior nu mai sint valabile ?

Tov,Gh.Gheorghiu-Dej:
]
ol considerim ¢3 nu are rost si repetim sceste hotiriri

intr-un momznt cing, dupa informatiile nosstre, se intenyioneazi
folesirea lor ventru a fi condamnatd cu mare risunet R.P.Chinezi.

Tov.W.%omulka:

In ceea ce priveste prmeras problemei nediseminidrii la
ONU, 25 existi deja. Am primit chisr astdzi o informare din care
i Irlenda, impreuni cu Suedia, Norvegia, SUA si alte
au fdcut o propuners in acest sens la QOWU. Problems,
2:1, 2 si fost pusi. Se poate pune intrebarea : ce interese ur-
nErecs 3UA zliturindu-se unpei propuneri de nediseminare ? Este
{r cl zceas Sta este o ideie stit ge populard in rindul oniniel

=,

D liticii 1or, SU4 Incearci sZ se prezinte drept adepte a igeii
i. Ceea ce su spu

toverdsii romini in legiturd cu

tn

i
inventi: Indiei, cste wun lucru minor, care poate fi usor contra-
“ i

\ carat trcmal prin oefiunez noasstrd comund la OHU.
Ate sdrvereh od prolectul &2 Tratst vrivind nediseminarec
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prezsntst de tovarisii germani nu poste fi adoptat scum, dar not
butex sl ne pronunyir $p principiu pentru s ridics Problems 1lsg

-v» . QONIJ, olactul delfretet urming sl fie studiat de cdtre organele
lloastre respective.

'U

Noi dispuner ¢e  un 1

iy

Ogran de luptd, elsborat 51 adoptat
de comnun acerd, care preveds ca obiective interziceres experlen-
telor nuclesre, intsrzicercs fclosirit, e fabricarii srmelor
nuclesre, distrugeres acesto:
e

H

& $i Inféptuires dezarmarii gensrale

-

i
i
_
|
I $1 totzle. 3e pune intrebar 3-: ce este mai usor de reslizat din
acesve ovlective ale Intregii migcdri comuniste internationsle 7
! z3te evident ¢l problems irterzicerii folosirii armelor
nucleare va fi Foerte greu de rezolvat, deocarece in stadiul ac-
tual Occidentul nu accepti asceasss Eropunere,
! - Problema nediseming=:i armelor nucleare este, dintre toate
brovlemele priving de. srtares, cel mal usor de rezlizet i pro-
! nun{sres in favcares sceste: idel ar aduce un mare folos propa-
- gandisvi: f&rilor socisliste. UsCa& nu vom adopta o hotérire in
! acest ssns, osznil nu vor intelege pozitls noastra.
liajoritates tovardsilor s-sy pronuntat in cuvintirile
tirute ieri in sprijinul acestel propuneri. vi rugidm, tovarise
l Dej, tovarise Mav 2r, sé& fi%l si dv. de acord cu felul in care
|
I
I
|
I
I
|
I
|
|

-

$6 propune 2 fi  ipclusd sceastl idele a nediseminarii %n proiec-

fovsrdgul Gomullia & cheltuit multd energie si o frumooss
U g demonstr> lucruri dejs cunoscute. Zste clar ci&
cresnic S0 Insesmnd diseminare. Sste clar cd, i{rd.cerent re ce

C8L2 O y3rd ar intra In posesia armelor nuclesre, sceasta inseamns

[
—
~
\
H
-
[
[ I3
'
(]
()
n
el
r
L}-I‘
)
El
¢
H
L]
i
e
L
T
g

ir. momentul gs fat& trebule si ne
pre-.innan tecnzl Imnotrivg gconzted forme de diseminare Le care o
Sl faw 2l flanuri ese :mandtoare, cu gjutorul carora
ar I=ntra in posusia avaelon nuclesre, in primcl ring RIG.

oo Ilntrsbore vovardsilor romini. Este gstiut

Q
15
(¢}
0
Pt
'
L

L
(J

<eniali syteapta ca Rominie si edopte la aceas-
2 dee*Luh de celelalte tidri soclaliste., Dacy
omurnicat dela nediseminirii, pentru totl va

12 nu 5 focl Cw scord.

cr

,_.
po
[t R W4
r
g
|
oyl
(L
4
[}
=0 e
et
P .~—- I*—" 3
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Deceld nol nu one vom pronunta ventru nediseuninagre, atunci

cplnie UJb lea, i In primul ring partidele comunistg
dri, nu ne vor intelese, se vor Intredba daci ny sumva
25Tr4 -3 schilihatT.

uieg care tovorusi: romini si repete ceea ce spun
a CL §c opun 8 se vaorbi dyspre nediseminare, in fata.
opiniei publize mondiale 2

reaga oplinie publie:

Ezze stiut cu ce irteres agteaptd int
toil comonil progresisti din lume, ca consfituires noastri 34 se

riounte din nou Impotriva pericelului disemindrii armelor nyu-

Tov.,I.30.Maurer:

Eu auw infeleg iIn ce constd intrebares. Referitor 1s pozi-
tie R omlnlel, €3 este stabiliti de forurile competente care ris-
pund de Infédptuires ei. Eominisa Doate oriunde si oricird si-si

Justifice pozitia ei, folosind argumentele pe care ls considers
indicate. '

Tov.J.Xadsar:

Problema ceatrald s intilnirii nosstre este pozitia fata
de planurile de cresre a FIM si, ir legdturi cu aceasta, probvlema
nedisenindrii armelcr nucleare. Noi condamn&m planurile de creare
a Fiil, condemndm In felul acestz diseminsres in continuare a arme-
lgr nucleare. In prezent existd cinci puteri nucleare : SUA, An-
giia, URES, China g$i Franta. 4 duce lupta Impotriva imperialismu-
lui 2s3tdzi, ip mod concret, insesmni a ne pronuni{e pentru nedise-

mincre, ilmpotriva plsnurilor SUA. Decd nu S&¢ va pune capit dise-
minZi>rii, se va deschide o portitd pentru mai multi sni, iar chiar
in viivorul apropiat cel putin 5-6 state capitalliste vor ajunge
‘in posesies srmel nucleare. Decl, aceasts va fi o ormd in minas im-
perialistilor. De aceea, in Comunicat este just pusid problema.
+n leg&turd cu ridicares problemei 1la ONU, nu putem sa
facen nimlc pentru z o opri. Astizi, de exemplu, Agentie PAP a
transuls gtirea cd guvernul englez intentioncazi s& facd 1a ONU
0 propunere orivind nediseminares. In cees ce privegte Indla, se
po&te ZUr de vorbd, pentru a o determind sd renun;e la propuneroca
\ cu sscutls asatichinez. I
Yel sintem de asemenca péntru 8 discuta aceessti problemid
{ cuw tuverzgil chinezi. In general, Inainte 1s Organizetla noastréd
Goopalte drl gociulicte participau In culitote de observatori.

5T : i !

SivoL LaZIua o nd oo onal

3

practica, $i este riu.

o

¢
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¥oi prapunem N4 Intocmegsed o informsre pentry cele lte
PO C

Yé&ri soclaiisie, Loeparticipante 1y Tratut; 2n care gd fie expuse
problemele dizcututs 1a fesiune, decigur py aga cunm

nicot, ¢i moi amanuniit.

sint in Conu-

ovirusul CGheor cghiu-Dod o LTOPUsS elimirnores 2in Ccomunica

are

¢are ar tine Scanma 1 de obieciiunile tovardzilor roms ini: puteri-
folo

& pzoajulul referitor 1a nediseminare. Fu 8% propune o rormul
£l orpa nucleard si nu o vor ftrarsnlse

Tov.T.Jivikov:

Hoi considerdn ci problemele PE Care le discutim se duto-

rTes: enumnitor rein: ;elegeri. La sesiunes NO2STr& ne-am concentrst

asvors pluL llor de diseminare g armei nucleare citre 8lte puter;

Fy
occ.dentzle i in brimul rind RFG. Ne putem noi 03re fmpica cu

acegretl si:ua;ie cind cregte tot nmai mult numdrul tarilor care

disiun de agrpa nucleard ? Este evident cd trebule si contracarin

&€scneriea planury, pronun¢indu-ne impotriva diseminirii ar

nelor
nuclzsre, Impodriva credrii FM. :
Stretegia $i tactica in broblema dezsroirii au fost ela-

colectiv de partidele comunists si muncitoresti si
In docw riele dcht“te la Consfituirile din 1957 sl
acessta tiasid Jorts n0astry, care ne 4z FOsibilitates
z le w3l largi cercuwi ls lupts izpotrivs brimejdiey
AW vom include ideis nediseminirii,
» 220UTU ce luptdm noi. 52 »noate bune

ztunci intrebarea, doca in gonerel oste justd lvpts lmpotriva

- Coruniczuul oo rolactut Intr-g formi seaci, neconVLngd—
todte . Or, pot dvem nevele de un doo wnent mobilizator, care si
Tie * rm3 t5 1upty noastri,

Bu i 20g pe tovarisii Dej si Haurer 54 inteleagd cd este

;r
eeedar §% includer scegstd ideie 3in Comdnicat sd venim cuy aceas-

&3
td propunere 1s ONU. Altfel, re vor izola. Dupi cum am vizut, la
ONU au g parut 0 Seprie

e initiative in aCe3sté problemy.

Nu trovs or Fenuniin 1l ideile elaboraty =i sdoptate
In ccoo s Porvidele noa.brne Situstia Interru i:51% egre Lfavo-
TebilT ol isainge 2, Prezent o problemed nediseniniri.
N
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WOPUASn L4 se Intocueoced o tnformore peniry celel

la Tratat, in care
ni:cututo_la Scsiung, denisur n
nicaot, ¢i nai andnuntisg,

m

in
1=

=
L

[+]

vEri soclatisue, neparsicircante =3 fie‘axpuse_

U 356 cum sint in Comyu_
ovirusul Gheo:ghiu~ch 3

¥ LLODPUS eliminares gdin Cocmunicat
8 perajulul referitor 1a nedigeminars. Ey 3% Prcpune o *ormulare
si de obiecbiunile'tovarﬁ$ilor romin
N

f2losl orza Aucleard si nu ¢ VOor transmite

Tov.T.Jivkov:

Hol copsiderin ci prodlemele pe care le discutin se dato-

Tese enunicor neinjelegeri. La Sesilunes noastry i9-am concentrat
Mcleare citre glte puteri

Ne putem noi oare izpics cu

-~

a8l mult numiry] tdrileor care
T2 nucleari ? Este evident c3 trebuie s3 ¢

88virs planurilor de diseminare o armel n

-entzele i In primul rind RFG.
BCErSLL situatie cirnd creste tot g

(o]
n
¢
t
~
i

5

ontracarin
L, pronuniindu-ne Impotrivs diseminir

i1 arnelor
nuc.:scc, fmpotrivs Credrii FNM.

$i tacticas iIn problema dezarmérii au fost ela-

3
22l2ctiv de partigele comuniste si muncitoresti si
e

ecoctate 1g Consfituirile din 1957 gi
o)

~ori2 noastri, care ne d& posibilitates

3
mil larg! cercuri 1a lupts Izpotriva Primejdlei

~3%a Ir Comunicn® nu vorp nclude ideis nediseminirii,
atunni vz 21 oge neinyoles, rnay

"tES, Deulru ce luptim noi. S Doate pune
atunci intrebgyrea, docy in ¥cncrel easte justx Ivpta lmpotrivs

FNM ?

- Comnnicncnl oo “edasiat invr-o formd seacy, neceonvings-
tode . Oc, noti dvem neveie de - docunment mobilizator, care sé
fie  rm3 tn lupts neozcztri.

n
2u {i rog pe tovs :
ecesdr 5§ incliuden aceastd i
ti propunere 1a ony. AlU
ONU 8u gi &parut o $erie de initiative ip dceastd problemy.

Nu trovs g senianfln le ideile claboriiy

Dej s$i kaurep Siy inteleagd ¢ esfe
deie in Comunicat,

e

sd venim cu acess-
» ICovor izola. Dunit cun om vizut, la

s udoptaﬁe

In coon ua Darividele nosstrian Situsyia lnterry: ici13 este favo-
TeRilT ol inangs e Prezent o probvlemed nediseminiriy.
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Tov.L.Breinev:

Inainte de g expune unele considerente_ale delegagiei
noastre, as vrey si pun doud Iintrebiri tovarisilor romini,

Pentru a fi c¢It se poste de clerd pozitia lor: Daci pozitig

proprie a P¥R In problers necisemindrii este o pozitie pPrincipd

menle favoratbtild aceste: 1dei? Sau toverdgii romini
pozitia ler in a

conditioneazs
2md de puneres. de acord cu celelalt

0
1D
[{H]
w
ot
174
k»)
H
L]
[ ]
-

Y&ri sccialiste? Zsre T0arie important sX cuncagtem clar pozitia
tovardgilor romin s u

e

L-am reusgit s-g retin suficient
de clzr,

S-2r putea ¢a BR s: Tie in principiu pentry nediseminare. |
¢ar din anumite motive g3 considere cid nu este oportun si se -l
bronunte In momentul dat pentry nediseminare, S-ar putea insx
Ce tovardsii romini sx conditioneze pozitig lor de acordul celorl
lalte {&ri socialiste. Atunci este altceva, Daci o tari socig-
listZ nu va fi, dea exemplu, de acord ey Propunerea noastri

Tov.Gh.Gheorghiu-Dej:
Care tari-? ’

TOV.I.Gh.Maurer:
China,'dasigur.

Tov.L.Erejnev:

Dacd o tard 80clalistZ nu va fi de acerd, atunci ce tre-
bute si& facem? §3 renuntdm la ideig noastri? Iatf de ce ag dori
s& aud inci o dati Care este pozitig principialé g2 PMR in proble-
ma nediseminirid,

Tov.Gh.Gheorxhiu—Dej:

Nol sintem pentra nediseminare, rentry nediseminare, pen-
tru necdiseminare, Putem repetg de cite ory doriti pentru a se
injelege. Acessta este pozitig principiali & pertidulyud nostru.,
Nol ne-am prohuntet de nenumirate ori Impotrive diseminXrii arme-
lor nucleare, Noi nu dorim ins¥ cs aceasts ideie s3¥ fie folositl
de cineva, chiar dacd este © tard ca India, cu care avem relatii
bune, pentru e condamna R.P.Chinez&. Noi vrem ¢a inainte de g
Intrerrinde un asemenea pas si fim incredintati cd nu he vom
lovi de critiei in bropriuk-nostry lagdr., Si% ne censultim cu
'chinezii, coreenii si altii, Eu sint ferm conving ci ei ne vor
t 8prijini.Doar R P . Chineszd & declarat cZ este el#turi de noi In

226/
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P B
. Wt

8irt convins ci §1 in sceasii rroblemd vom gXsi un rig
tiv. Dar sZ stim de vorbi, si discutsm. De ce s& manif
.aB2menes grabi?

puns pozie
egt&m

Tov.L.Breinav:

Coensfétuires noastry are loc i;tr-un moment de mare rig-
Punliere, ag spune, asa ecum am subiin;at in cuvintarea de lery,
un Zioment isteoric. Cu totii vedem cX $n ciuda unor succese
partisle, cercurile imperigligte continud intens Pregitirile de
rézboi. A nu vedee acest pericol real, Tepet, pericol real,
inseamn & da dovadi de nalvitate. Fste suficient 8& ne amintinm
cum B-au fidcut pregitirile in vaederesg celui de-
mondial, pentru a vedea o

al doilee rdzboi

in prezent se incearcy gcelasi lucru,

In faya acestor fapte noi Au ne putem resemna. Ideis nediseming-

rii armelor nuclesre g cupring cele mai largi piAturi din lume,

Eu crad ci nu exists comuniet, nu existi on progresist

in .ume care si ge Incumete g3 8pund of este pentru diseminareg
&rrmelor nucleare, De acees, este foarte important ca noi 83 nu
ne tirim in coadsg opiniei publice, ci aX Mmenifestfm initistivy
in contiruare. 4 nu Pune problema in Comunieat inseamnd a nu dp

o

dovadi de suficisnti barbitie. Si intruecsit sintem sici intre noi,
comunisti, Imi p:rmit sx 8pun deschisg ¢& g pune problema asa cunm

' pun tovardsii rcaind, fnseamns sx ddm un carscter de t&rdgdnare

luptei noastre Impotriva pericoluluil rizboiuiyi. De aceea trebuie

838 intelegen rigpunderes care ne revine. Trebuie si vedem cine

sint cei interesati in Cigeminaerea in continuare a armelor nuclea-

re. 5-3r putea ca drept raspuns la planurile on¢ci tntale, gi lugm

§1 ncl Yotirirea C& g£1 alte tiri soclaliste i Posede ermé.nuclea-
rd. Lz e va duce insi aceastg? ny sint conving ex aceasta nu ar
ducs decit 1g Zreutiti economice, 1z cheltueli materigle 31

gpirituals inutile,

tari,

Care ar greva esupra Popearelor din aceste

0%, In cadru: Prezidiului, am discutat nu o S8inguri dats

2aCeirln probleqns $1 ag puten SPune ci fiecare membru al Prezidiy-

Iui 23 recratar ad CC al FoUs gi-ay spus cuvintul. DupZ o asemenes
i em ajuns la concluzia cf este necesar si facem
ctnesSewt tin ney opiries FuSlice mondiale punciuml nostru de vedere
fata G0 sronlemy ncdiseminiyig

11 armelor nucleava. Tovardsii romini
gl Spus ¢y 81 ¢ nY opentry nedlieninare, dar oo in pozitia lor
c

exisl} soumit » nuange

.
I

are Ji fac ocg

I wctual i fie
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impotrive includerii in Comunicat a acestel idei. Avipngd 3in v
ateesta, decl cd FMR in mod orihcipial gegte peniruy nﬂd‘seninafe,
atuncl se poate discule care £int motivele care i determinz
aibZ retineri. DacZ insi ei conditioneazi luarea de Lozigie 34,
favcarea nelilzenindrii da atitudines celor laite tari sociglis

atunci este altceya.

.

liol cenziderdm c& in Ccmunicat trebuie s3 includem proble-

L7
t

ma nediceminirii. Je mui nosie eventual discuts asuprs formuld

€273 Cg riveyute aduceresz acestei probleme la ONU,

ba cl cum s& sroceddm: fdrile noastre, prezente 1z

& ridice in colectiv problema 1ls ONU, in calitat
e

o

tei or aanlza ii, fava 8 se mentlone Tratatul
F

Tov.I.Ch.Maurer:;

ol nu gpunem nici cZ sint Juste, nici c2 nu sint Juste
-n =msznentul de fatd Insi bentru nci problema nedisemin3rii este
D nroviem& neutrd.

o

De ce trebuie s& legim de lupta Impotriva FNM, a Inarmdrii
atonice a Germaniei occidentale, ¢ problemf mult mai generali
$1 czre rrivegte nu num=i ststele noastre - problema nedisemin#yrii
ermelor riucleare? Le ce =i facem acest lucry rdr& a avea in
Drealsbll convingerea ci ideisa aceaata servegte telulul pentru

care ne-zm mobilizat - ﬂJotrﬂxlrea fatd de Inarmarea nucleari e
RFG? De ce sa facem aceasta ineinte de a $ti care este pozitia

.oelorlalte t3ri socialiste, Inainte de & ne 2sigura c& toate

statele socialiste ne ver gprijini. Cdci, daci vor fi state

goclaliste care nu ne vor sprijini, atunci ideia nediszeminidrii
poate 81&bi pozitia noastra.

Dar din zcest punct de vedere ne intereseazi nu numai.
etatele sociaiiste, ¢l 5i statele capitaliste, chiar state capl-

tall ie dezvoltate. Sint state capitaliste dezvoltate care eint

impotriva crefrii FNM, dar care ar putea si nu sustind ideia
nedisemindrii. Iasti, cunZ card, Franta, care este un campion

extier de zetiv al luptei TMmpotriva FNM, chiar in cadrul NATO.
pune Intrebares, dacid Franta este pentru nediseminare?

Irrwedl 28 PMranva nu este pentru nediseminare, atunci nu este
evrdient : @y putea glEbi acordul care existi intre Franta si
reastil o ntru de vedere Iin lupta Iimporlriva FNM?

LR o ST+ e -
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fEré si arftim 3in zcel
e

intreprins, din ins¥rcinsrsa Adun¥rii Genersle,

0 anchetd fn
rindul atatelor membre ale ONU, rugindu

-le s&-gl precizeze pozi-
tia fatd de Inermarea nucleari. Din cele 114 state membre ale
O¥U, au ré&spuns mai putin de Jumdteate, iar din asceste rdspunsuri
au fost favorabile nediseminirij armelor nucleare aproximativ
jumdtate. Este un fapt care, dupd pidrerea noastrX, merity B& file
-luat iIn cbnsideratie atunci cind se intentioneazd 88 se facl o
propuners cere privegte nu numai t3rile participante la Tratatul
de la Vargovia, ¢i toate statele $n Beneral.

Dupd pirerea noastri, nediseminarea are sens numai in
mésura in care ea reprezinti Inceputul unui broces, fiind in

mod drganic legat® de dezarmares nucleard, interzicerea folosirii

armei nucleare, distrugereas stoocurilor de arme nucleare. Numai
astfel nediseminares poate constitui un pas care sd contribuie
la Inliturarea pericolului rizboiului nuclear

« Nedisemingrea ca
Yun scop in sinev, nelegatd de aceste mésuri,

duce doar ls mopno-
polul nuclear, existenta 51 dezvoltarea in continuare e armelor
nucleare nu este atinss si, deel,

rizbci nuclear,

ou se reduce primejdia unui

Este necesar ca mai Iintii i ne punem de acord gi cu cele-
lelte %3ri socialiste asupra confinutului pe care-1 dim nediase-
mindrii gi abla apoi s¥ dXm lg iverld acest con
rarilizator. De ce trebuie sd hotfrim amcum si
rroblemE? Pierdem oare ce
4

tinut puternic,
gici aceasty

va dacd o vom pune dupi consultXri cu
gielalte {&ri socialiste?

Tov.L.Breinev:

Vedeti, este altceve dacl puneti astfel problema. De acses

el am intrebat la. inceput care este pozitia dv. clari in problema

nediseminZrii, Dzci vom lega toate aspectele dezarmirii, ags cum

feceti dv., atunci va fi greu g3 obtinem chiar 31 unels rezul%ate
partiale,

Fl

Tov.A.Novotny:

Eu am pue mei inainte unele fntrebiri pentru a ne ld&muri
Pe deplin asupra pozifjiei Rominiei in probleme nediseminfrii.,
Acum este clar cd tovardsii romini sint pentru nediseminare, In
acéiagi Timp insi ei aint“fmpotr1Va includerii acestel idei in

Comunicat, Aceaste este insi O problemd politicl prinéipialé.
Noi au putem si

ne pronuntim impotriva fnermérii atomice a RFG
asl timp 88 sintem in general pentru ne-

or nucleare. Situatia internationall actuall
/
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%ﬁ@“este favorabilg unei aserenea ludri de pozitie. Pes-e 1-2 luni

W va fi pres tirziu. Sint de acora ey formularea prcpusa de tov.

..~ Kadar care sd fie incluas& in Comunicat.

\?'"/ ' In ceea ce pr;vegte ridicares problemei la ONU, am putes
cddea de acord ca guvernele sd fie Ins¥rcinate s¥ examineze
protlema piné& la o datZ anumitd, insf cit mai curind posibil.

S-a ardtat aici cid problema a gi fost pusé le ONU de alte tari.

In altZ ordine de idei, trebuie Spus c& toate tirile noaa-

tre zu preobleme In ce privegte dezvoltarea economici. Cele mal
marl cheltuell pentru asigurarea securitd¢ii tdrilor nosstre le
faece URSS. Dacé comparim posibilititile de care dispun té&rile
noas:ire sl cele ale t&rilor capitaliste, vom vedea ¢ multe din
ultirele au posibilitiZti mal mari de a intra in posesia afmei'
nucleare decit nol. Aceasta se referi la RFG, Italis, Spanisa,
Japcnie si eltele. Cu cit trece timpul va fi tot mai greu gi
scontdm pe succes In problema nedisemindrii, Intrucit va continua
s8 creascd numdrul statelor care posed¥ arma nuclears gi, in
primul rind, dintre t3rile capitaliste. De acees noi sintem de

_ - pdrere cid meomentul este propice pentru ca tdrile noastre =i ia 5

i . asemenea initiativd in problems nediseminZrii, c¢% ea trebuie

a inclusé in Comunincst.
S& nu se supere tovardsii romini, iInsi conaideram cd pozi-

tia.lor nu este jus*Z. Prese occidentald cuncagte ce probleme

discutdm aici, iar daci In problema nediseminirii nu ne vom proé
unta, aceasta ve [l Interpretatd ca decurgind din lipsa noastri
de unitate. Dacd tovarigii romini nu vor ca problema nediseminidrii
gd fie pus& la CNU, siunci nimeni nu poate impiedicn celelalte

gri rcar 3¢ 2t o in3 '
tari care doresc acez:z'z 2 vin3 cu 0 asemenes ;- Cpwnere ca state
membre ale ONU. Acestu 2ste dreptul lor.

r

Tov.Gn.Gheorond ol

13

5 .
o

Jur nu did de #t:n4it oare atul c& pin& i SUA, prin Rusk,

gpre 202mpla, g-au pronuntat sentry nediseminare? Meritd s ne
gind_2 ix aceaata.

Tov.A.Kogtghin: . )
In Tegstur¥ cu prorlema discutati, eu as vrea doar s
atrayg &;tent‘.l‘a AUPra sitwatiei militare actuale care cerc mal mult K|
t ca orictnd stringeread rindurtlor noastre, ca sz sim;im umiirul

celuilanll,

240
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In cron co privegte cele Spuse de luuk, lucrurile nu stau
chiar aya. 51 ek am giat de vorbi cu Rusk, i cunosc cum intelege
el nedisenminirea. E1 suskine ¢i tocmai crearea FNA inscamnd limi-
tavea numir ol puterilor nucleare. Concaptia noastri este contrg-
rie 21 znumr ¢l acensta reprezintid o diseminare o armei nucleare,

In proiectul de comunicat, pus de acord de experti, existi
¢ Tormulore core, dupd pirerea mes, ar butea fi acceptatd gi de

cilye tovaoricii romini.

Y

cv.Cn.Gheorsniu-Ded:

I
o

¢i-ne voie c¢& o vedem i noi. Este ultima formd a
Cooani ului?

'

-

}

FovaW.Gomulka:
Iste ultima formi a Comunicatului asupra cdreia expertii
au cizut de acord iIn zceastd noapte gl pe cere eu l-am primit

ast&zi la 9,30, inesintea Intilnirii nogstre.

Tov.ua.uneorginiu-Dej:

Tocnal de aceea, vi rugim si ne permiteti sd-l consultam
§- noil peniru a ne putea spune pirerea. Intrucit urmeazi si ne
Intilnim la ora 16,00, poate ar fi bine si termindm discutiilae,
8d l3sdm la ¢ parte celelalte probleme $i 8% ne concentrim acum

atentlz asupra Comunicatului.

Tov.W.GComulks:

Jar nai avem de discutat si alte protleme. Spre exemply,
tovardsii germani au prorus si se adopte o hotirire internd prin
care minigtrii adjuncti ei afacerilor externe s& fie obligaeti sX
ge Intilnesscd periodic in vederes unor censultdari, Toti tovari-
$ii s-au pronuntat pentru edoptarea acestei propuneri; nu cunoag-
tem 1nzd care este pirerea tovaragilor romini.

Tov.Ch.Cheorghiu-Ded:

0l ne-am mail spus p3rerea in legdturi cu propunerile de
crrare a noi crgane, in afara celor existente in cadrul Tratatu-
lui d¢ 1a Vargsovia. Noi nu intelegem de ce sint necesare aceste
Or; ¢ noil? Ce competentd pot avea ele? De ce trebuie si fie

m
L
]
O
ot
Iy
]
*

»
Q
o
i

rire prin care si fie creatcgge?rgan permanent
foirnt din minigtrii adjuntii de externe,/dupd cum se stie, nu

Pet wullnonu “ecit 1w indicatia forurilor superiocare de partid gi
Swyern lin turils noastre,

vizd o I e AN

Done volitiza %Erilor gouvotre ¢ fam ravdddaia i s -
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Tov. . W.Gomulka:

Dar nu este vorba de nici un organ, ci de consultiry

dice, cel putin de douid ori pe an. Nu este un organ independn
el nu va 1nlocui Comitetul Politic Consultativ,

TOV.I .Gh.MaLlI‘eI‘:

Dar din moment ¢e se stabile$te un regulament, un cads
de functionare, se fixeazd enumite obligatii printr-o hotdrire,
aceasta Inseamn&, fie cZ vrem 8-l numim sau nu, un organ cu
caracter permanent.

Nel am raspuns ls © propunere gsendndtoare ficuti de
vov.Hrugciov si am ardtet stunci de ce sintem impotriva creis
epul ssemenea orzen. No vedem motive care si ne determine si n
schimbim pirerea. :

Tov.L.Breinev:

Nu s=a f8cut nici o propunere de creare a vreunui orgs
in cadrul Tratatului ce la Varsovia. Fropunerea se referea la
nsalteyil mad frecvente, mal orgenizate. De aceea, noi sprij
ropunerea tovaragilor germani, considerind-o ca utils opentru

[s 1”

imbun&t&fires muncii noastre.

Tov.W.Jlbricht: _
Dv., t2vardse Dej, atil vorbit despre necesitatea uncr

consultZri mei frecvente, nu numal iIntre statele participante
Tratatul de 1z Varsovia, dar gi Intre toate tdrile socialiste.
Ltunci, nu inteleg de c¢e sinteti impotriva adoptirii unei hotil
riri dnterne, cere s34 oblige minigtrii adjuncti de externe si
se Intilneasc& periodic iIn vederea unor cons liiri. In ultimii
2-3 ani asemenea corstltirl au fost extrem de¢ sporadice. Si g™y
in ccnditiile cind puterile occidentale realizea2E o strinsi c

sultare intre el=.

Tov.Gh,Gheorghiu-Dej:
Pind acum gsemenea consultadri s-su finut, atunci cind a

fest necesar. Si de acum inainte se pot faoce consultdiri, bine-

WP
o

‘tzles atunci cind imprejurérile le cer, gi cind se arati clat)
nr ob‘eme gse doreste a fi discutate. Materislele sii fie trimise

imp, nu cu 24 ore Inainte, cum s-a procedat acum, 1naintea_‘
ecirii noastre la Varyovia. In aceasta constd prodlema si nu

[ VI o
(SN

-
L

wd
lJ

-
k=4

n sdopterea uneil hotdriri, in crearea unui nou organ.

IntZlnirile pot avea loc f&r3d a pune conditil in ceea ce
vrivegte nivelcvl de regprezentare. Nol am adoptat, dacd vé amin-
titi, in 1961 o hotdrire in legdturd cu nivelul de reprezentare
arytor noueire ¢ e rarFidate ed e

LelnrowwlrILAICO

w i
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i -1~ o Intilnire g n0astrd, hotirire

2jaztdE. Dael vreti, considerati aceastag
2ti¢& a2 nosctrid, ingy &¥8 ceva nu trebyie 83 ge

.. - .
msl Intimoioa,

U em adopta o hotirire intern&? Sintepq doar

b2y vy

& interesul bonulyi el mers, poate lua

[ax
O
X
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[
b
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o
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necesare?

Tov.W.Ulbricht:

atunei, ce asi Spune, dacd am gtabili acum,
icnie 13965 g5 se iniilneascys ministrii de extierne care g3 Dregi-
teascE materiale in probiez.a Securitidtii guropene,

ca In lung

iar in luna

iuiie 1965 s3 aibi loc o sedin{i g Comitetuluyui Politic Consulta—

tiv pentru a discuta aceasti problemi?

Tov.J.Kadar:

Toti tovarisii, inclusiv tovardgii romini, ay subliniat

fecnsitatea unor consultiri mai Sistematice intre noi
dureazi 5-7 cdptdmini pini se ajunge la intelegere
Prodleme, Cred ci anm Putea adopta o hotirire intern
reglementeze acezstid chestiune.

d care sj _
Eu ag Propune, de exemplu, ca in
fiecare an, minigirii de externe 8l t&rilor noastre 8& ge intfl-
neasci intre 20 §i 2o =zugust, pentru a se pune de acord pozitig
futd de ordines ge 2l z sesiunij AdunZrid Generale a ONU, S-ar
buitea ca minigtrii da externe si sge intilneasecs,
o® 14 inceputul lunii rmartie, Mi
NATO se adun&, se consgults;
-@in tarile gfricane, din
adunim, De ce? Ceea ce ge

de asemenea,
nistrii de externe din tdrile
1a fel fac ministrii gin térile arabe,
America LatinjX, Numei noi ny putem 83 ne
intimpls 1a aceasté sesiune, este 0

Tuzine pentru noi, De ce 32 nu ne putem oare adung mal des gi

s& discutinm pProblemele care ne interesesazi?

Zu sustin Propunerea tovarigilor germani cg obligatoriu,

& sves consgultiri 3In problemele de intereg comun ,

Tov.W.Gomalka:

Lovi tovaridsii brezentld sint de acora C4 propunerea,
fuLLl tovardigii rcielni, nco,

Tov.Gh.Gheorzhiu—Deﬁ:

fu osiatem sionyg ves fi de acord cu Creerea unor noi

Orgun 2 cuadeygl Croan

izagoedi Tratatulul de 1n Varanvia
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Consultidrile le putem face gi f&r¥ s avea un organ permanent.

Tov W, Gomulka.
Atunci gr mal fi problema creérii atatului major al ®
lor Armate Unite ale Tratatului de la Vergovia. Toti tovarigd
a-au pr onun;at in sprijinu:r acestel propuneri. Cere este pére

tovaragilor romini?

Tov,.Gh.Gheorzghiu-Dei:
Nol nu svem mandat s& discutidm aceastd problemd. Cind:

vom Sntoarce acasi ¢ vom supune Bpre examinare forurilor roastre.
ie conducere si abla atunci vom putea g& spunem o pérere.

Tov.W.Gomulka:
Atunci, nu mai avem ce discuta.

Toverdgi, ag vrea 88 v& multfjumesc pentru participarea
aceastd discutle deschisZ, tovdrdgeascd. Intrucif timpul este
inaintat, propun ca gedinta de dupi emiazZ sX inceapd la oreles
17,00, in loc de orele 16,00. :

(Toti ceil prezenti aint de acord)

Propun s bem un pshar pentru succesul consfatuiril
noastre, pertru nol succese in activitatee dv.

(Tov.L.3rejnev, cioenind cu tov.Gh.Gheorghiu-Dej: Picat

c& nu af luat o hotdrire in legdturd cu statul mejor. Militari
asteaptau foarte mult s& fie rezolvatd aceast# problemd).

Discutiile alk durat de la orele lo,cu rind la orele 13,
2.1 .1965
Ke/is ex.

Ly

A'N'I‘-Q.."‘f.‘\hf'f(-‘(-’nﬁ@f‘/)..q-.‘.‘_ﬁ.‘ for o= 4 1
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Meeting of the First Secretaries of the Communist and Workers Parties and the
Presidents of the Council of Ministers of the Warsaw Treaty Organization (WP)
Member Nations at the Central Committee (CC) of the Polish United Worker's Party
(PUWP), morning of 20 January 1965

(summary of discussions)

Participating: T. Zhivkov [Bul, A. Novotny and J. Lenart [Cz], W. Ulbricht and W. Stoph
[GDR], W. Gomulka and J. Cyrankiewicz [Po], Cde. Gh. Gheorghiu-Dej and Cde. I. G.
Maurer [Ro], J. K&dar [Hul, L. Brezhnev and A. Kosygin [USSR].

Cde. Gomulka begun by greeting the first secretaries of the Central Committees of
the political parties and the presidents of the council of ministers of the Warsaw Pact
member countries [present] at the CC of the PUWP.

This meeting-said Cde. Gomulka-was organized as a result of a request by some of
the delegates present at the meeting. There is no agenda for discussion, but [he
proposed that] an exchange of opinions take place on the following subjects:

(I¥3ues on which the Preparatory Committee could not reach an agreement and
which have been forwarded to our meeting to be discussed and decided. First and
foremost this refers to the issue of nuclear non-proliferation, the Romanian comrades
objected to including it in the communiqué.

. Issues which require that the conference take a position on, issues which come out
of the speeches given yesterday by the participants. It was requested that the
conference adopts the decision-which will be under the format of a suggestion to the
respective governments-to require the deputy foreign ministers to meet periodically
at least twice a year.

. Issues which the Preparatory Committee did not discuss until the evening of 19
January of this year:

OkhErmneeting of the Supreme Commander of the Warsaw Treaty United Armed
Forces (UAFor).

. The issue of establishing a command staff of C/A For.

. The letter to be sent to the Albanian government in response to their letter
addressed to the conference. The reply, which should have [no more] than two
sentences, should take note of the invitation addressed [by the organization] to the
Albanian government, their refusal [to participate] and that the future participation of
the People's Republic of Albania in the Warsaw Pact depends [solely] on the
discretion of the Albanian government.

ag

Following that, Cde. Gomulka asked Cdes. Dej and Maurer to reassess the Romanian
position with regard to the issue of non-proliferation and to accept the inclusion of the
passage regarding that issue in the text of the final communiqué, [which] had been
accepted by all other participants.

Cde. Gh. Gheorghiu-Dej: We have made clear, during our speech, the Romanian
position with regard to the issue for which we have convened here specifically that
we take position against the creation of a multilateral nuclear force (MLF) of NATO,
and to oppose first of all West German access to nuclear weapons. Finally [we
arrived] during our discussions with Cde. Gomulka and Cde. Ulbricht, we have
expressed our fear that, at the present [and] given the current situation, from a
tactical standpoint, it would be counter-productive to raise the issue of



non-proliferation. We do not want to allow other nations such as India to use our
bringing the issue in front of the UN to obtain in this international body [the People's
Republic of] China's condemnation. It would be better if, for such an action of
[obvious] international interest, we were able to depend on the accord and support of
the other socialist countries [such as] China, [North] Korea, [North] Vietnam,
Yugoslavia, [the support] of all Socialist countries. Only in this way could we ensure
the desired efficiency for our action.

With regard to the draft treaty proposed by the GDR delegation we cannot take a
position since we received it 24 hours before the delegation departed for Warsaw.
Issues such as these, which implicated the [Romanian] state and government in the
international arena, can only be decided upon by the competent forums of party and
government.

We believe it is important that we concentrate our entire force on the issue at hand:
namely opposing the creation, in whatever form, of the MLF so that FRG access to
nuclear weapons is not permitted. These are our decisions, of which we make alone,
and which, in our opinion, deserve attention. | ask the comrades to show some
understanding for [the considerations] raised by us on this issue and to agree that
this issue of non-proliferation not be included in the communiqué.

Cde. W. Ulbricht: Through the creation of MLF, the primary issue [of concern]
becomes the action of a US-FRG nuclear bloc. The plans for the creation of MLF or the
Allied Nuclear Forces (ANF) represent the real danger for the continual proliferation of
nuclear weapons. This [danger] applies first of all to the other NATO states, but also
other countries such as India, Indonesia, Sweden, and Israel.

The treaty proposed by the GDR is written in such a way that it cannot be used
against the People's Republic of China. The GDR delegation made this proposal
considering the new policy which was created after the 1964 session of the NATO
Council. At that time, a series of new aspects, unknown before, came to light,
regarding NATO strategy and tactics with regard to war preparations against the
member nations of the Warsaw Pact and first of all against the GDR. These very facts
emboldened the GDR delegation to make these new proposals and to suggest that
the issue of non-proliferation be discussed at the future UN General Assembly. The
GDR delegation believes this the right time since there is no agenda set for the
UNGA. Furthermore, this will allow the socialist countries to take the initiative and
prevent other nations from using [this issue] against China.

Cde. I. G. Maurer: The nuclear issue, [the issue] for which we have gathered here is
that, as the treaties signhed after the Second World War, West Germany should not be
allowed to rearm, to gain nuclear weapons. This is the main issue at the time and this
is what we need to take a decision on.

Cde. W. Ulbricht: Not to acknowledge the danger presented by the continual
proliferation of nuclear weapons is to invite nuclear war not to prevent it. The
absence from the communiqué of the issue of non-proliferation will cause a great deal
of confusion among the opponents of nuclear armament. To limit the danger of
proliferation only to the FRG-or only to the NATO countries-would [drastically] reduce
the propaganda effectiveness and power of our position. This is why we ask that the
Romanian comrades agree with the inclusion in the final communiqué of the
paragraph concerning non-proliferation.

Cde. W. Gomulka: The creation of MLF is, after all, proliferation. As far as | am
concerned, they are identical. Thus, when we take a position against MLF, we take a
position against continual proliferation of nuclear weapons. To commit the issue of
non-proliferation only to the FRG would however put major constraints on the issue.
This issue does not only pertain to the FRG, but also to other NATO countries, which



might [thus] gain access to nuclear weapons.

If we are to limit ourselves to the issue of NATO, the [international] public opinion will
accuse us of political double-talk. We cannot oppose MLF in NATO without, by default,
being against non-proliferation of nuclear weapons in general. With regard to this
issue [of non-proliferation] our countries adopted a series of decisions some time ago,
which means we are not saying anything new...Or do you believe those other
decisions to be invalid now?

Cde. G. Gheorghiu-Dej: We believe there is no need to repeat those decisions at this
time when, based on our sources, they will be used to publicly condemn the People's
Republic of China.

Cde. W. Gomulka: As for us the problem of the bringing up of non-proliferation at the
UNGA is concerned, this [proposal] is already out there. Just today we received
information, which states that Iceland, Sweden, Norway, the US, and a few other
countries made such a proposal to the UN. The issue, it is now clear, is out there. We
can [however] ask ourselves: what are the UN's interests in joining a non-proliferation
proposal? It is clear that since this idea is so popular with international public opinion
that the US, to hide the aggressive character of its [foreign] policy, is trying to
present itself as a supporter of non-proliferation. What our Romanian comrades
brought up regarding India [‘s position] is an enormous hurdle which can be
overcome easily through our common action at the UN.

It is true that the draft treaty presented by our German comrades cannot be adopted
at the present time. [However] we can take, in principle, the position of raising the
issue at the UN, which the draft treaty is being studied by our respective institutions
empowered [to deal with this]. We have [adopted] a program, written and adopted
unanimously, which sets as objectives stopping all nuclear tests, making the use and
the development [fabrication] of nuclear weapons illegal, and complete and general
disarmament. We should ask ourselves: which of these, the goals of the active
international socialist community, are the most easily accomplishable?

It is quite clear that the issue regarding making the use of nuclear weapons illegal will
be difficult to accomplish since, at this time, the West does not accept this proposal.

Our goals concerning the issue of non-proliferation of nuclear weapons are, of all
issues regarding disarmament, the easiest to reach. [If] we take a position in favor of
this we stand to gain a lot in our propaganda ability with the international public
opinion. If we do not take a decision to this end, people will not be able to understand
our position.

The majority of the comrades have, through their speeches yesterday, made clear
their support for this position. Please, Cde. Dej, Cde. Maurer, [please] accept the
proposal to include the issue of non-proliferation in the [final] communiqué.

Cde. I. G. Maurer: Cde. Gomulka had spent a great deal of energy and [displayed]
flawless logic to prove things already known. It is obvious that the creation of MLF is
proliferation. It is [also] clear that no matter how a country obtains nuclear weapons
[that] is also proliferation. We believe however that, at this time, we [all] have to take
a position against this very kind of proliferation, such as MLF or other similar
proposals through which, first and foremost the FRG would obtain nuclear weapons.

Cde. Novotny: | would like to ask our Romanian comrades a question. It is a
well-known fact that the Western media expects Romania to adopt at this meeting a
different position then the rest of the socialist countries. If we do not include in the
communiqué the idea of non-proliferation it will be apparent to all [observers] that



Romania did not agree [with the proposall].

If we do not take a stand supporting non-proliferation, then the international public
opinion and first of all the communist parties from other countries [than those
present here] will not understand. [T]hey will ask themselves if our position has not
changed.

Will the Romanian comrades repeat, before the international public opinion, the same
thing they are saying here, namely that they oppose talking about non-proliferation?

It is well-known the interest with which the international public opinion, all
progressive people, awaits that our conference will take, once again, a stand against
the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

Cde. I.G. Maurer: | do not understand the question. If it refers to the Romanian
position [vis-a-vis non-proliferation], these [positions] are set by the [party and state]
institutions responsible for its implementation. Romania can, at ay time and in any
place, justify its position, using arguments it considers appropriate [to the situation].

Cde. I. Kadar: The central issue of our meeting is our position with regard to the
creation of MLF and, connected to this, the issue of nuclear non-proliferation. [When]
we condemn the attempt to create MLF we, at the same time, condemn the continual
proliferation of nuclear weapons. Today there are five nuclear powers, the US, Great
Britain, the USSR, China, and France. To continue the fight against imperialism at
present means, after all, to fight against proliferation, [against] the US plans. If we do
not prevent proliferation we will open a back door for many years, and, even in the
short-term, J-6 capitalist countries will posses nuclear weapons. Thus, [nuclear
weapons] will become a weapon in the hands of the imperialist [forces]. This is why
the communiqué looks at the issue justly.

With respect to the discussions at the UN regarding this, there is nothing we can do
to prevent this. Today the PAP [ID] news agency sent out a wire announcing that the
British government will submit a proposal at the UN regarding non-proliferation. In
regard to India we, [the socialist countries] can discuss [with them] and convince
them to give up making a proposal directed against the Chinese.

We would also like to discuss this [issue] with the Chinese comrades. In the past, at
[the meetings of] our Organization, the other socialist countries participated as
observers. This no longer takes place and that is not a good thing.

We suggest that an information note be sent to the other socialist countries, those
not members of the Warsaw Pact, through which to inform them of the issues
discussed at the meeting. [Of] course, not as [summarily] as in the communiqués, but
in more detail.

Cde. Gh. Gheorghia-Dej suggested that we delete the passage about non-proliferation
from the text of the communiqué. | would like to suggest that we rewrite the passage
taking into considerations the Romanian position: "the nuclear powers will not use
nuclear weapons and will not make these available to other states."

Cde. T. Zhivkov: We believe that the disagreements we are now having are the
consequences of some [earlier] misunderstandings. At out meeting we have
concentrated [our attention] on the attempts of proliferation of nuclear weapons to
other Western powers, and, specifically, the FRG. Can we, after all, accept this
situation when the number of countries which possess nuclear weapons is growing? It
is self-evident that we must counter-attack such places by publicizing our stand



against proliferation, against the MLF.

The strategy and tactics [of our fight] in the issue of disarmament have been
collectively elaborated by the Communist and Workers' parties, and have been part
of the documents adopted by the 1957 and [World] Conferences [of Communist and
Workers' Parties]. This is where our strength comes from, this gives us the ability to
gather around us the largest following in our fight against the dangers of war.

If we will not include in the communiqué a reference to the idea of non-proliferation,
it will be unclear what we are fighting for. The question can then be raised; is the
fight against MLF justified?

The communique is written in a lackluster tone. But what we need is a document able
to mobilize [international public opinion], which will [missing word] in our struggle.

| would like to ask Cdes. Dej and Maurer to understand that it is necessary to include
this issue [non-proliferation] in the communiqué, to make this proposal at the UN.
Otherwise, we will be isolated. As we already know, there are a number of initiatives
on this topic proposed at the UN.

We should not renounce the ideas elaborated and adopted by our parties. The
international situation is, at present, favorable for discussing the issue of
non-proliferation.

Cde. L. Brezhnev: Before | express the position of our delegation. | would like to pose
two questions to the Romanian comrades, so their own position will be clear: Is the
Romanian Workers' Party (RWP) position vis-a-vis non-proliferation in general
favorable to this idea? Or do the Romanian comrades tie their own position to this
issue to reaching an accord with the other socialist countries? It is very important that
we clearly understand the position of the Romanian comrades, which | [personally]
did not quite grasp yet.

It is possible that the RWP is, generally, against proliferation but that is considers the
present timing for making this position public inopportune. It is also possible that the
Romanian comrades are tying their position to an agreement with the other socialist
countries [on this issue]. Then this is an entirely different thing. If a socialist country,
let's say, will be against our position...

Cde. Gh. Gheorghia-Dej: Which country?
Cde. I.G. Maurer: [He means] China, of course.

Cde. L. Brezhnev: If a socialist country will oppose [our proposal] then what are we to
do? Give up on our idea? This is why | would like to hear, once again, the principled
position of the RWP with regard to [the issue of] non-proliferation.

Cde. Gh. Gheorghia-Dej: We support non-proliferation, non-proliferation,
non-proliferation. We can repeat this as many times as you wish so that it is
understood. This is the principled position of our party. We have taken a position
against the proliferation of nuclear weapons countless times. What we do not want is
that [our position] be used by someone, even if [that someone] is a country like
India-with which we have good relations-to condemn the People's Republic of China.
What we want is to receive assurances, before we take this step, that we will not
spark criticism in our own camp. We should have consultations with the Chinese, the
[North] Koreans, others as well. | firmly believe that they will support our position.
After all, the People's Republic of China declared that they too oppose the creation of



the MLF, that they are behind the GDR [in its struggle] against the FRG. | am
convinced that we will reach a position resolving this problem. But we need to consult
[the others], to discuss [this issue]. Why are we in such a hurry?

Cde. Brezhnev: I'd say that our meeting is being held at a moment of great
responsibility, just as | said in my speech yesterday. We can all see that, even though
[we had] some partial success, the imperialists are continuing with their intense
preparations for war. Not to take note of this real danger, | repeat, real danger, is to
display a great deal of naiveté. It is significant to remember how the preparations for
World War Il took place. [We] see the same things are attempted now. We cannot
resign in front of these facts. The idea of non-proliferation has gained support in all
the [social] strata in the world.

| do not believe that there is one communist, one progressive man in this world who
would dare say that he supports the proliferation of nuclear weapons. This is why it is
so important that we do not drag ourselves behind public opinion, but that we show
initiative. If we do not tackle the problem [of non-proliferation] in the Communique it
is [equivalent to] showing cowardice. And, since we are here among [friends], among
communists, | will speak freely and say that, to adopt the position as our Romanian
comrades are doing, would mean to procrastinate in our fight against the danger of
war. This is why we must understand our responsibility [in this issue]. We must find
out who are those [countries] interested in continual nuclear proliferation. It might
very well be that, as a response to the western plans of proliferation, we will decide
that other socialist countries should possess nuclear weapons. But where will this
take us? | am convinced that this would only lead to economic hardships, to spiritual
and economic expenses without any reason, which will land heavily on the shoulders
of these nations. We [the Soviets] in our own Presidium, have discussed this issue
many times, and | can assure you that each member of the Presidium and each of the
CC [CPSU] secretaries have made there positions clear. After this very in-depth
discussion, we decided that we must, once again, make our position with regard to
the proliferation of nuclear weapons known to the international public opinion. The
Romanian comrades said that they too are against [nuclear] proliferation but that
their position has certain nuances which forces them to oppose at this time the
inclusion of the passage [on non-proliferation] in the text of the communique.
Considering that, the general trend, the RWP supports the idea of non-proliferation if
the other socialist countries agree, then we have a whole different situation.

We believe that we must include the issue of non-proliferation in the communique.
We can maybe discuss the language of the passage, but the idea must be included in
the communique.

As for us bringing the issue to discussion at the UN, we could decide right here how to
proceed: our delegations, present [here] at the conference, could raise the issue at
the UN in their role as members of the organization, without making reference to the
Warsaw Treaty. After all, in that regard there are already a number of discussions by
other countries. But maybe those are no longer valid?

Cde. I.G. Maurer: We are not saying that [those previous discussions] are no longer
valid, but neither are we saying that they still are. At this time, our position is that the
issue of non-proliferation is neutral as far as we are concerned.

Why must we tie the fight against the MLF, against nuclear arming of the FRG, to a
much more general problem, a problem that is concerning other [socialist] countries
as well-the issue of non-proliferation? Why should we do such a thing without being
assured before that this step will aid us in the problem we have gathered here to
address: the nuclear arming of the FRG? Why should we take this step before we
know what is the position of the other socialist countries, before we know if they will
support our position? [Keep in mind that] if these are socialist countries that will not



lend us support, then our position will be weakened.

Moreover in this issue we are not only interested in [the opinions] of socialist states,
but also in [the support of] capitalist countries, even [economically] developed
capitalist countries. There are some advanced capitalist countries who oppose the
creation of the MLF, even if they might not lend their support behind the issue of
non-proliferation. For example France is an active champion of the fight against MLF,
even inside NATO. But we should ask [ourselves] is France behind the idea of
non-proliferation? If France does not support [the idea] of non-proliferation, would we
not weaken the agreement we [could] have with France on fighting against MLF.

And something more. Recently, the UN Secretary General carried out an investigation
at the UN, asking all countries to state their positions regarding nuclear arming. From
the 114 members nations of the UN only half answered back and of these only half
were against proliferation. This is something that we need to consider when preparing
a proposal which does not only concern the Warsaw Pact member states, but all other
countries.

In our opinion, [nuclear] non-proliferation makes sense only as far as it represents the
beginning of a process, being tied to the process of nuclear disarmament, the
forbidding the use of nuclear weapons, the destruction of the nuclear stockpiles. Only
in this way can non-proliferation be a step forward in the struggle against the danger
of nuclear war. Non-proliferation as "an end in itself," when it is not tied to these
[other] measures, will only lead to nuclear monopolies. [T]he continual existence of
nuclear weapons is not touched, and, thus, the danger of a nuclear war is not
averted.

It is imperative, before [any action is taken], that we reach an agreement with the
other socialist countries on the context in which we treat non-proliferation and only
after that we should publicly reveal this powerful, rallying message. Why must we
decide here and now this issue? Will we lose something if we are to bring this up after
we have consulted with the other socialist countries?

Cde. L. Brezhnev: You see, it is a different problem when you put it this way. This is
exactly why | asked you to make your position regarding non-proliferation clear at the
beginning. If we are to tie [to it] all these aspects of disarmament, as you do, then it
will be difficult for us to get even partial results.

Cde. A. Novotny: | asked before some questions so that we can be completely clear
on Romania's position with regard to non-proliferation. Now it is clear that the
Romanian comrades support [the concept of] non-proliferation. At the same time
however, they are against including this issue in the Communiqué. This is however an
issue of political principles. We cannot pronounce ourselves against the nuclear
arming of the FRG without at the same time taking position against the proliferation
of nuclear weapons. The current international situation is favorable to such a position.
In one or two months the situation will change. | agree that the passage suggested by
Cde. Kadar should be included in the Communiqué.

As far as bringing this up at the UN, we could agree that our governments should
examine this issue before a certain date. [H]Jowever, earlier is better. We were
already informed that other countries brought this up at the UN.

On a different issue, we must say that all our countries are having problems as far as
economic development is concerned. The greatest share of expenses for the defense
of our countries is borne by the Soviet Union. If we are to compare our [economic]
capacity with that of the capitalist countries, we will see that the latter have greater
capabilities to obtain nuclear weapons. [| am] referring, of course, to the FRG, Italy,



Spain, Japan and others. As times goes by, it will be harder for us to bank on a
success in the issue of non-proliferation, since the number of countries possessing
nuclear capabilities will grow, especially as far as capitalist countries go. This is why
we believe that this is the right moment for our countries to take the initiative in the
issue of non-proliferation, that [this issue] must be included in the communiqué.

| hope that the Romanian comrades will not get upset, but we believe that their
position is not justified. The Western media knows what we are discussing here, and if
we do not take a position on the issue of non-proliferation then this will be interpreted
as due to our lack of unity on the issue. [Even] if the Romanian comrades do not want
the issue of non-proliferation to be raised at the UN, this cannot prevent the other
states that want to raise the issue there to do so, as members of the organization.
This is their right.

Cde. Gh. Gheorghiu-Dej: But is it not interesting that even the US, through [Secretary
of State, Dean] Rusk, has taken a position against the proliferation of nuclear
weapons? We should think about this.

Cde. A. Kosygin: With respect to the issue discussed, | would like to point out [to all of
us] the current military situation, which, more so than ever, demands that we close
ranks, so that we can lean one on the other.

As far as what Rusk said, this is not quite that way. | too spoke with Rusk, and | know
how he understands non-proliferation. He contends that the very creation of MLF
means limits on the number of nuclear powers. Our position is opposite to this, that
[MLF] represents a proliferation of nuclear weapons.

In the draft of the Communiqué, which has been approved [negotiated] by the
experts, the [passage on non-proliferation] is written in such as way that it could, |
believe, be acceptable to our Romanian comrades.

Cde. Gh. Gheorghiu-Dej: Let us see that. Is that the final draft of the communiqué?

Cde. W. Gomulka: It is the final draft which the experts approved last night and which
| received at 9:30 this morning, before our meeting.

Cde. Gh. Gheorghiu-Dej: This is exactly why we ask that you let us see it so that we
may state our opinion. Since we are to meet again at 4:00 PM, maybe we should drop
the other issues in discussion, and concentrate on the communiqué.

Cde. W. Gomulka: But we still have to discuss a number of issues. For example, the
German comrades proposed that we adopt an internal regulation that our deputy
foreign ministers be required to meet periodically for discussions. All the comrades
have expressed their approval with this idea; we still do not know what is the opinion
of the Romanian comrades.

Cde. Gh. Gheorghiu-Dej: We have stated our position with respect to the creation of
new institutions, outside those that already exist within the Warsaw Treaty
Organization. We cannot understand what good would those [new] institutions do.
Why must we decide that a permanent forum of the deputy foreign ministers be
created, since we all know that [the deputy foreign ministers] cannot make any
decisions without a green light from the leadership of the party and state?

Cde. I. G. Maurer: After all, it is the party and the government that take decisions in
our countries.



Cde. W. Gomulka: But this is not an institution that we are creating. This is about
regular meetings, at least twice a year, for consultations between the deputy foreign
ministers. This is not an independent institution; it will not replace the Political
Consultative Committee.

Cde. I. G. Maurer: But if we are to formulate a set of laws governing its activity, a
work method, if we make certain things required through our decision, that, whether
we name it so or not, this will be a permanent institution [of the Warsaw Treaty
Organization].

We have replied to a similar proposal made by Cde. Khrushchev and we have
showed, at the time, why we oppose the creation of such an institution. We do not
see any reason compelling us to change our position.

Cde. L. Brezhnev: There was no proposal forwarded to create a new institution within
the Warsaw Pact. The proposal was referring to more frequent, better-organized
consultations. This is why we agree with the proposal made by our German
comrades, which we consider useful in the drive to improve our productivity.

Cde. W. Ulbricht: You, Cde. Dej, have made clear your desire for more frequent
consultations between not only the Warsaw pact member nations, but all socialist
countries. | do not understand why you are so against adopting a internal decision
which will require the deputy foreign ministers to meet twice a year for consultations.
In the past 2-3 years these types of consultations were very sporadic. Furthermore,
this is happening at a time when the Western powers are strengthening their
collaboration.

Cde. Gh. Gheorghiu-Dej: Until now we had organized these consultations whenever it
was necessary. We can continue to have such meetings from now on as well, of
course when it is considered necessary [by all] and under the condition that the
agenda of discussions will be made clear [beforehand]. The documents should be
sent beforehand, not as it was done this time, with only 24 hours before our
departure to Warsaw. This is the issue we need to address, and not the creation of an
institution, [or] taking a[n] [internal] decision.

Meetings can take place without any conditions regarding the level of representation.
We have adopted a decision in 1961, | hope you all remember, regarding the level of
representation of one country-Albania-present at one of our meetings. You can

consider this our self-criticism, but [we believe] that this should never happen again.

Cde. W. Gomulka: But why can we not adopt an internal decision? We are after all an
organization that could, in the interest of its own productivity, adopt decisions which
it considers necessary.

Cde. W. Ulbricht: Then, what would you say if we were to decide now that in June
1965 the ministers of foreign affairs should meet to prepare the documents regarding
the issue of European Security, and, in July 1965, we hold a meeting of the Political
Consultative Committee to discuss this issue?

Cde. J. Kadar: All the comrades, including the Romanian comrades have underlined
the need for a more systematic consultation among us. Presently it takes about 5-7
weeks until we reach agreement on one issue. | believe that we can adopt an internal
decision that would set some rules on this issue. | would like to suggest that each
year the ministers of foreign affairs meet between 20 and 30 August to agree on [our
countries'] position on the UN General Assembly agenda. It would also be possible
that the ministers meet also at the beginning of March. The foreign affairs ministers
in the NATO countries are meeting for consultations; so do the foreign ministers of



the Arab nations, so do the ones in Latin America. We are the only ones that do not
organize such meetings. Why? What is happening at this session is a shameful thing
for us all. Why can we not meet more often and discuss issues of mutual concern.

Cde. W. Gomulka: All comrades present are in agreement with the exception of the
Romanian comrades.

Cde. Gh. Gheorghiu-Dej: We do not and will not agree with the creation of any new
institutions in the Warsaw Treaty Organization. We can consult without a permanent
institution.

Cde. W. Gomulka: Then we still have to discuss the issue of the creation of the
General Staff of the United Armed Forces of the Warsaw Pact. All the comrades
present have stated their support for this issue. What is the position of the Romanian
comrades?

Cde. Gh. Gheorghiu-Dej: We do not have a mandate to discuss this issue [at this
time]. We will return home and will bring this up for discussion in the empowered
leadership forums. [Only] after that can we give you an opinion.

Cde. W. Gomulka: Then we have nothing further to discuss.

Comrades, | would like to thank all of you for your participation at this open,
comradely discussion. Since time has flown by, | suggest that the afternoon meeting
be moved from 5:00 PM to 4:00 PM. (All agree)

| would like to propose that we raise a glass for the success of our meeting, for
further successes in your activity.

(Cde. Brezhnev, clinking glasses with Cde. Dej: It is a shame that we could not decide
on the issue of a General Staff. The generals were really hoping that this will be
solved at this time).

Discussions begun at 10:00 AM and lasted until 1:45 PM.



