"MEMORANDUM

! NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL ~ - N
SRR PP NODISSENSITIN E. ACTION
(Outside System) December 19, ‘ 1970

MEMORANDUM FOR MR, KISSINGER

FROM: Helmut Sonnenfeldt%
SUBJECT: The Malaise in German-US Relations and
‘ the Ehmke Visit

In my memorandum of December 16, 1970 (Log 24424 - Tab A), I commented
on various aspects of the current situation and also forwarded a CIA report
on Bahr's views (Tab B). '

Following are additional comments which you should bear in mind in your
forthcoming conversation, of which State incidentally is fully aware down
to the working level. Moreover, you should be aware that Ehmke asked to
see Helms and on learning that he was away asked to see Ray Cline instead.
There is 2lso some reason to believe that David Binder, New York Times
correspondent in Bonn is aware of the visit. He has written an article
concerning German perceptions of US attitudes which was to have appeared
in today's Times but did not. It may appear in the Times on Sunday. The.
Chancellor's office has denied any responsibility for the article. For
Bahr's and Ehmke's suggestion regarding treatment of the Binder article,
should it appear, see Tab C).

COMMENTS ON THE SITUATION

1. The first question, as a starting point, is: To what extent does _

i : the CIA report reflect the personal views of Bahr himself or does he reflect

: the views of the Chancellor and of the government as a whole? The answer
is complex., Bahr's power position is neither to be over-estimated nor under-
estimated. In a word, the bitter attitudes reflected in the CIA report are
in fact, albeit in somewhat exaggerated form, those of the center of the
Brandt government and must bettaken very seriously into account in our
future relations with the German government.

2. Bahr is certainly the Chancellor's closest adviser, and the very
intensity of his personality give him enhanced influence. His single-minded
obsession with the Ostpolitik gives him a driving force within the German
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government, Ehmke pretty much across the board folows his lead on
Ostpolitik, although there is a certain amount of jockeying between them
in the effort to ger close to Brandt. '

3. There are, however, many factors at work within the government |
which tend to moderate Bahr’s all-out drive on the Ostpolitik;

A. First, within the SPD itself, there is strong opposition. There
are emerging two major camps. On the one side are Wehner, Ehmke, Bahr,
and Eppler. On the other are many powerful figures: Schmidt, Leber,
Schiller, Wienand, Arendt, and Schmitt-Vockenhausen. There is going on
right now a major fight between these two groups over how to handle the
bitter issue of the young socialists, which came to a head at the recent Juso
Conference in Bremen. But behind the Juso issue are basic differences
between the two grbups on the Ostpoliti, with the second group being for a
more conservative line and a slower pace. Behind the dispute over the
Ostpolitik, in turn, is the even bigger issue of a personal power struggle
over the future leadership of the SPD. Schmidt and his followers, I judge,
are beginning to throw their weight around more aggressively in recent weeks.

B. A second important drag is the FDP and more specifically,
Genscher, the real strong man of the Party. It is he who bulled through
the Berlin Junktim for both the Moscow and Warsaw treaties. Recently
Genscher went out of his way to tell one of the Embassy people '"Don't
let anybody in the government press you for precipitate haste or too much
compromise on the Berlin negotiations.'" Genscher does this out of FDP
political survival reasons: he wants to keep the traditional more conservative-
minded FDP voters in the Party fold. He regards the FDP election successes
in Hesse and Bavaria as vincidation of his policy.

C. A thifd brake on the Ostpolitik within the government, curiously
enough, is Schuetz and the Berlin SPD. He has now made it very clear that
he does not want haste or softness in the Berlin negotiations. Obviously,
he has the March elections in Berlin very much immind,

D. To digress somewhat, I should point out that the internal SPD
struggle over the JUSOs will be intensified by the fact that the JUSO is driving
middle-class voters away from the SPD. Most dramatically, the solidly SPD
election district number 39 in Frankfurt which was held by Voigt, head of
the JUSOs, was lost by him to a totally unknown CDU housewife, This is the
first time since 1946 that the district was not carried by the SPD in a Landtag
election. Election statistics generally, in Hesse and Bavaria, reflect a drift
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from the SPD to both the FDP and the CDU of middle class voters, largely
because of the disaffection over the extremism of the JUSOs though also for
economic reasons. In a national eelction this drift could well redound

to the advantage of the CDU rather than the FDP. This situation adds to

the pressures on the SPD to use nationalism as an offsetting appeal to middle
class voters and thus adds a further driving factor to Ostpolitik, As you

are aware, Ostpolitik for many SPD leaders, is not merely a policy of
normalization and reconciliation but a route to achieve the moral equivalent
of reunification together with increased German influence in Eastern Europe.

E. All of this is now further compounded by the events in Poland.
Without going into detail and making this excessively long, it is clear that,
assuming an ""optimal outcome, ' i.e., that Gomulkaatd Co. or, at any rate,
the Poles themselves will get things under control, the Soviets are bound to
be even more cautious about letting the Germans have the dividends they
expect from the treaties. Ulbricht's position in Eastern councils is bound
to have been strengthened. (Other outcomes have even more far-reaching
and potentially dangerous implications.) As a result, opp051t10n to Ostpolitik
in Germany is bound to rise, though with what effect on Brandt and the SPD
is a complex question. One positive effect, to which we should be extremely
alert, is that the SPD leaders will be driven westward despite themselves.
Needless to say, this would be a development that we should welcome (as
will the West Europeans) although it is one that the Germans themselves
should bring about. Of course, the SPD may tear itself apart in the process
and the &oalition may be even less capable of governing than it already is.
We must therefore also anticipate a further embitterment of German politics.
(Beyond all this the Polish events may well have the beneficial effect of
slowing the ""race to Moscow'' in Western Europe generally.

4. This is a tense time in Bonn, with knives flaghing all over and a
constant danger that we will be sucked into the middle. Brandt has to
reconcile these conflicting forces within his own government -~ to say nothing
of the additional brake imposed by the CDU-CSU opposition. It might seem
that the "'go-slow!' forces on the Ostpolitik within the government now
strengthened by Polish developments would be so powerful that they would
carry the day completely. But this is to underestimate the strength of Bahr
and Ehmke, unless they too are disheartened or thwarted by Poland. They
both sit right next to Brandt in the Chancellor's office and spend long
evenings with him. Their influence is very important and will continue to be
so. The fact is that unless we can improve our: relations with these two men,
our relations with the Brandt government as a whole are bound to be plagued
with mistrust and trouble.
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5. The problem we face is to overcome whole series of prejudiceé to
which Bahr, Ehmke, and Wehner are prone. Most are all too accurately
reflected in the CIA report. They include the following:

A. The US favors the CDU over the SPD through years of contact
with the former. The steady stream of CDU visitors to Washington over
recent months is cited as proof of this.

B. Republicans are constitutionally incapable of understanding
Social Democrats. ‘

C. There are differences within the Administration on the Ostpolitik
and Berlin, with State (Secretary Rogers and Marty) being much more under-
standing, and with the White House, including particularly you, being much
more negative. Secretary Laird and Shakespeare are also identified
in their minds as enemies of the Ostpolitik and the Brandt government.
(Laird was until recently singled out as being particularly unsympathetic,
SChmidt, who is a conservative on Ostpolitik, complained bitterly about
Laird's position on Ostpolitik at the Ottawa NPG meeting. However, Schmidt
indicated subsequently that Laird was much more ''understanding'’ at the
Brussels NATO Ministerial.)

i Y D. Another belief in the Chancellor'!s office is that the US is over-
obsessed with the Soviet worldwide threat, reading more into this than the-
facts call for. It is claimed that we take a rigid position in the Berlin talks
because of spill-over from our tough and pessimistic approach to Middle
East, Vietnam, Cuba, etc. Bahr has obviously in his talks with Falin been
taken in by the Soviet line in this respect. V

ANlTIZED EHMKE VISIT

2 20)()

At Tab D is a CIA report on the Ehmke visit,

Ehmke has meanwhile told Fessenden that the German Government
press office has the following contingency guidance should the Ehmke visit
evoke public notice, He has asked that we wollow the same line

"Ehmke had planned to meet with Kissinger during Ehmke's visit to
Washington in early October. However, this meeting couldnot take
place because Kissinger had to go to the Mediterranean with the President.
At the time they missed each other in October, Ehmke and Kissinger had
agreed to get together in the near future. Ehmke's present trip to see
Kissinger is for that purpose.!
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Ehmke told Fessenden that the press would be very skeptical about this
but he nevertheless hoped both governments would rigidly stick to this
line,

e s ofe e o ok ook

I presume you know what you want to say to Ehmke." I would merely note
that, like it or not, as long as Brandt is in power Bahr and Ehmke will be
powerful figures and we have no alternative to working with them. While my
foregoing comments on the German situation suggest the possibility ofa
government crisis next year that will result in the end of SPD rule, this

is wholly speculative, The CDU has yet to resolve its leadership crisis; and
the Basic Law makes new elections, before 1973, an extremely difficult
thing to pull off. The reasonable expectation therefore is that Brandt will
stay in power for three more years.

1. Among particular points to make with Ehmke would be

-~ The CDU visitors to Washington were all self-invited guests, or
at any rate not invited by us.

- Acheson s statements to Chalmers Roberts were his own (witness
the things he said on matters other than Ostpolitik!); the President has made
his own views known directly to Chancellor Brandt both orally and in writing
and our basic philosophy was laid out in the Report to Congress last February 18.

-- The Germans would make a terrible mistake if they tried to go around
the US Government to take their case on Ostpolitik to the US people via TV,
thepress and opposition Senators (Muskie); the American people at large
are not too much interested in the subject and to the extent they are, the_

- Germans can expect little sympathy. (Ehmke himself has been a prime.’
user of the American press in Bonn and, as you know, put on quite an act
when he was hter during the President's Mediterranean trip.)

=~ Our attitude on Ostpolitik is not 2 matter of '"opposition'' or ''support. "
Our concern has been that the implications are fully analyzed and understood
and that potential adverse effects are recognized in advance and steps taken
to deal with them.

Z. Ehmke may well elicit your reaction to Brandt's proposal to give
a '"conference-like character' to the Berlin talks. You should say that
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-- we are studying this carefully;

- the issue is not form but substance; if a new format could really
produce progress on substance we will certainly not stand in the way;

-~ we will be consulting further with the French, British and Germans
on the Chancellor's suggestion;

-~ the President will of course reply to the Chancellor's letter,

3. You should bear in mind these positive points: (a) Schmidt has been
constructive on NATO issues, (b) relations with the Germans with respect to
our military presence there have become distinctly easier since the advent
of the new Government, and (c) whate\ier Ostpolitik has done to complicate
life and may yet do to bring about disaster, the Germans have exerted much
effort to :strengthening the EEC and to facilitate British entry, Dahrendorf's
flippant tongue aside, the Germans have not been the most difficult for us on
economic issues. We are about to enter offset talks (after the USC gets up
a position); all indications are that the Germans will try to be reasonable.
Finally, the President's decision on European force levels provides a solid
base from which to 0perate.

e dges ook sk ok

When all is said and one, our basic goal must remain, as NSDM 91 pointed
out, to anchor the FRG firmly in the Western camp. This is the goal we must
keepiin view always and even more now when Ostpolitik, turbulence in Eastern
Europe, the obnoxiousness of the Ehmkes and Bahrs, the danger of spiraling
protectionism and the recrudenscence of German romanticism in the guise

of the SPD all threaten to bring down what has been constructed in the way

of a viable structure in Europe and between Europe and ourselves.

spofedese sk skeskeok 3

Finally, we need order in our own house. I call to your attention my
memorandum of December 18, Log 24418 (Tab E) seeking your approval,
and if you choose to seek it, the President's for a NSSM that would address
both the immediate and the longer term issues.
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December 16, 1970
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MEMORANDUM FOR MR. KISSINGER

FROM: Helmut Sonnenfeldt

SUBJECT: Your Meeting with Ambassador Pauls, December 17, 1970

This looks Hké it will be a mes sy affair, The following rounds up for
you mtetia}. (with Ta'bs) bearing on the aituﬁm

i, The Germans are obviaasly at least caniused and ptobably deeply

‘troabled by their reading of our attitude on Ostpolitik. - They have long
‘been aware of differences between the White House and the State Department

{and indeed people like Pauls, who have their cwn doubts about the Ostpolitik,
bave been diligent in reporting home whatever adverse comment from here
they could pick up)., It now seems, however, that the SPD people around
Brandt are convianced that we are trying to tatpeda the Ostpolitik, ’

- The Germana nateel Acheson‘s cammeuts after z:he Decembey

/ . meeﬁng with the President and the Springer Press was guick to pick t;hem
. op'as being in effect White House cmmts which we did not want to make
. ouraelvea. {Sea Tab A}

o

e ‘I‘he SPD s deepiy su.spxcim:s almut Strauss’ two tﬁps te the US., .

: Stranaa himsaelf has publicly let it be known that he found Secretary Laird
: ami the Preaideat are \mry critical of the consequences of C}wmaiitlk {Tab A)"

. =e In additmn, ,Bahr bas told —thﬂ: you bmke

'yeur tagreement' with him that we would keep the government informed of

any dealings we have with the CDU (Tab B). (The German Minister telephaned‘
me just before the last Rockefeller dinner te inguire aboat whether Straues

. would be seeing you, and also asked about Strauss' earlier visit and his talk
. at that time with the President. [ did not say anything beyond that I understood

that Strauss might be coming to the dinner but that I knew nothing of any
separate appointments.) Bahr claims that, in contrast to the US, the Poles
first inquired of the Government how the recent Borzel visit should be
handled and the Soviets did likewise in connection with Schroeder’'s forth-
coming viait to the USSR. He commented that "two can play at the game' of
nok. keepmfr agreem&nts and referreé to the possible vigit ai enat;i)r Muskie
to Bonn, (Tab B) :
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-~ Bahr and other G rmans are aleo claiming that we are dragging
our feet on Berlin, aseserting that Hillenbrand had consented to an agreed
Western line when he was in Bonn in Novembeyr (and Rogers at the NATOQ
meeting) but we subsequently went it alone along a harder tack, According
to Bahr, the deal had been firmness on aims but flexibility on tactics. (As
we reported on December 11 (Teb C) Ken Rush did in fact hold to a firm
line, as he was justified in doing in view of the phony concessions offered
by the Soviets.)

-« Bahr and other Germans argue that we live in & fool's paradise
if we think we can hold out on Berzlin since time is on the side of the Sovieis
and the Berlin population wants a settlement. (Bahr has made the same
statement to the Soviets,) It is worth resalling that it was Bahr who invented .
the theory that the pressure for a Berlin settlement would be on the Soviets
because they would want so avidly to obtain ratification of the Moscow treaty.

«~ The Soviets, needless to say, are feeding Bahr's and Brandt's
(induced chiefly by Bahr) view of US iootdragging. Soviet Ambassador
Tearapkin, in a thitk with Brandt on December 15 (see below) charged that
the US above all is reeponsible for the slow progress on Berlin, whereas
the Soviets wanted agreement as soon as possible,

-~ Bahr also claims that we in effect double-crossed the govern. -
ment on the matter of the recent CDU/CSU fraktion meeting in Berlin,  He
asserts there was agreement that it would be discouraged but that we then
became passive while only the French made an effort to stop the meetmg. \
(In fact, the Western agreement was that there would be nO@graement D W
around the time of an Ambassadorial meeting. Since the next Ambassadorial
meeting was two weeks off we did not interpose objections to the CDU/CSU
meeting; the French did,) Curiously enough, in this connection, both Brandt
and President Heinemann visited Berlin within a few days of the last
Ambassadorial meeting.

Yokl dgededod

2. All of this puts bn 8 somewhat peculiar light 2 letter to the President
from Brandt which was delivered to us today. (Text and unofficial German
Embassy translation are at Tab D.) (Brandt had told Rush some time ago
he was sending it and Rush so reported to State.. Sahmn today also summarized
the contents to Fessenden. The original has therefore been sent to State for
translation and recommendations.) '
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. Brandt's letter is basically & report on his Warsaw talks but it
includes his expression of gratitude for our support fer the FRG's policy,
especially in regard to Poland. (On the record, we have of course given such
support through the voice of the & cretary of Statdy, publicly and privately
earlier this month at NATO in Brussels, in the last two NATO ministerial
communiques, in his Congresaianal testimony of December 10 attacking
‘Acheson and supporting Ostpolitik and in the Department's press release
the following day doing likewise.) More than that, Brandt tells the President
that e was able to assure the Poles that there was absolutely no difference
between the Western powers as regazda Berlin negotiations.

LA 22 2 22

- 3. At the same time, Brandt's leiter asserts that the last round of

talks on Berlin produced a number of ‘'points of contact” {ﬁsnknuepmngspunkte).
COnsequeni:ly, Brandt proposes consideration of the idea of giving the Berlin
talks a *conference-like character” in the N«w Year. Bahr
'_advanced the idea of raising the level to Hillenbrand and his friend Falin.
Sahm, in summarizing the PBrandt latter to ¥Fessenden {Tab E) left open ‘
the question of level but expleined that Brandt wanted an intensificetion so
‘that the talks would be in '"continuous session'' rather than periodic one-day

" affairs. The reasoning, according to Sahm, apart from generally speeding

- up the negotiationpg is that if there are no intervals the GDR wsmlé be Iesa

- able ta work “negatively on the Soviets. " :

. Bahr also mentions having a more or 1ess permnent foar-wpower
aession at the higher level in Berlin with simultaneous talks there between
Bahr and the East German, Kohl. The point ie that the iour powers would
waerk on an umbrella aggeement while the Germans would deal with the

details of access, the whole to be combined in a package that would imply
ultimate Soviet responsibility for access without formally derogating from
GDR savereignty., (As we pointed out on Uecember L1, Tab C, the geuneral
format of an agreement hes been agreed with the Soviets. The crucisl sticking

. points are on the substance of the agreement.) '

PER L. %ﬂwzo |
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4. Braadt bas sent similar letters to Heath and Pompidou and has also
written more briefly to Kosygin., In delivering the letter to Kosyygin to
- Boviet Ambassador Tsarapkin, Brandt said he had never made a juridical
link between the Berlintalks and the treaty ratification but had emphasized
the "importance" of a positive Berlin settlement for ratificetion. Brandt
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also exprcsbed the conviction that Berlin would be zettled early next year
and ratification would then f{ollow qmckiy (Lab ¥).

E(AVWITIZED » T

32(pX)

Bahr spoke of the poasibility of visiting the US again,

of Brandt's coming here and of either one of them doing a Face the Nation
program., We had previously sent you & memo on a tentative Brandt vizgit
to Indianapolis in connection with CCME in May (Tah G). You approved a
telegram instructing Embassy Bonn to welcome such a vigit andlholding out
hope ior & meeting with the President. This has been conveyed to the
Germans, who expressed satisfaction.

Redp oot s

Perhaps after your talk with Pauls we could have ancther brief chat to

sce where we go irom here internally within the Government. In view of
past experience a new NSSM scems {ruitisss. At the very lemst, State
should bes called upon to provide the President with an aseesament of the
Berlin talks and with proposed ways, with pros and cons, of proceeding,
NSDM 91, November 6, page 3, para 5 provides the basis for this (Tab H).
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SUCRET/NO FOREIGN DISSEM/CONTHOLLED DISSEM/BACKGROUND USE ONLY

SUBJECT:  Comments of State Scceretary RBahr Concerning the
Quadripartite Talks and FRG-US Relations

SOURCE

It is judged

SANITIZED chat Bahr intended the substance of his comments to

reach the U.S. government.
PR 2.2(6)(1) '

1. Chancellery State Secretary Egon Bahr stated that
during the week of 14 December Chancellor Willy Brandt plans
to write letters to President Nixon, President Pouwpidou, Prime
Minister Heath, and Chairwan XKosygin, 7To the Western leaders
Brandt plans to report on his rccent talks in Poland. In
addition, at least in his letter to President Nixon, Brandt is
thinking of voicing his conecern over the progress of the Berlin
guadripartite talks. A4ccording to Bahr, Brandt has not Iirmed
up his views on the latter topic: currently, he is consgidering
a variety of ways of getting his views on Ostpolitik across to
the U.S, government, The alternatives he is considering include’
the sending of another IRG emissary to the President and Henxry
Kissingexr or, possibly, the proposal of a personal mecting with
the President in the late spring or early summer of 1971.

© o WA e

2. Bahr expressed his concern, which he said was shared
by Chancellor Brandt, over thec manner in which the Four-Power
talks are being conducted: Bahr said that at the 17-18 November
consultations with Assislant Secretary Hillenbhrand and at the *
NATO ministerial meetling complete agreement had been achieved’
on the line to ke taken by the Western Allies in the Berlin
‘talks. Brandt and Bahr understood that the Western Powers
would be firm concerning the aimg they wished to reach but
flexible as far as ncgotiation tactics were concerned. However,
both Brandt and Bahry had the impression that, at the 10 December
%ambassadors meeting in Berlin the Americans had done the opposite;
ithey had becen tough with respect to tactics but had done nothing -
&o move the negotiations toward agreed aims., In light of this,
Brandt and Balir have concluded that the Americans have decided
$0 brealk with the line laid down during the 17-18 November
?onsultmtiong and at the NATO ministerial mecting.

3 .
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. DBahr stated that Drandt and he Dbelicve thal a signif-
icant pavrt of the U.S. leadership fails to understand the

“western position in Berlin. “Sowme peoplc in Washington" accusec

the FRG of being too soft in its stand on Berlin in the mistaken
belief that the West still has a strong position theve; in fnct,
its position is vevy weak., It is neot American soldicrs, DBahr
commented, who operate the green and red lights on the DBerlin .
autobahn., The Berlin problem, Bahr added, is like a paper boat
on a large international ocenn. Jf you wcloh this boat down
with too many demands, it is bound to sink. TIurthermore, the
Berlin population is tired of the constant harassment on the
autobahn and wants a definitive agreement on access. The doviets
are therefore convinced that time is on their side. The longeyr
they wait, the less they will have to pay and the more demands
they will be able to make in return for an access agrecment.

The present delaying tactics of the Allies are being executed

at the expense of the West Germans and West DBerliners.

4, Dahr said that he and Brandt had given much thought as
to how the impasse in the Berlin talks might be resolved. In
their view, it might be eagier to reach agreement if the talks

Lwere moved from the aybass&dor;n] to the under-~secretary level.

iy

wJ i

Bahr and Brandt are thinking in terms of having continuous
negotiations conducted by U.S. Assistant Secretary Hillenbrand,
Soviet Diplomat V. M. Falin, Chief of the Third European ] DlLCC~
torate of the loreign Minigtry, and their British and French
counterparts. This procedure could eliminate some cf the diffi-
culties which Ambassador Abrasimov is creating in the discussions,
since Abrasimov is under the influence of Ulbricht. In addition,
Falin, whose influence is considerable, would insure that positions
reached by the Four Powers in these talks would be accepted by
the Soviet lcadership. Parallel Lo the quadripartite talks,

Bahr and GDR State Sccretary ilichnel Kohl could conduct nego-
tiations under the acgis of the four Powers. Jn this way, all

of the responsible representatives would he together in one ~
city, meeting simultaneously, and a Berlin settlement could bhe
reached expeditiously. ' - s

5. Bahr stated that he had talked with Falin during the
datterts visit to Fast Derlin in conncction with the 2 December
Warsaw Pact conflerence, (Bahr added that this meeling was
kEnown only to the three Western ambassadors, Brandt, Foreipgn
Minister Scheel, Minister Horst Ihuwke, and Foreign Office State
Secrectary Paul Frank.) Dahr said that, at this mecting, Falin
had pointed out to LBahv that the USSR hv Licvaed onLo were dilfcer-
ences in Lhe attitudes of the three Western Allies on negotiation,
with the Amcricans cleavly prescenting Lhe bhavdest line. IFalin
added thal Che USSR was teying o decide on the boest way Lo

i

Signnt Lo Bhe Pwmeeioons Ghop Lhe OSSR wass willing Lo brime thoe

<y
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Berlin talks Lo a successiul concelusion,  Falin added that
there was a dedinite Limit to the concessions the Sovietls weve
willing to make. The USSR had congidered extending the harags—
ment taclics on the autobahn beyond the period of the CHU/CS
ILakLion meeting in Berlin —-- an approach which was strongly
applauded by Ulbricht.  However, in the end the Soviets decided
not to exaccerbate the friction with Lhe Awericans over Berlin,

6. Bahyr said that Brandt and ho were concerned albout the
nature of U,S. -relations with the CDU/CSU leadership. In this
connecction, DBahr cited the discussions precceding the holding:
of the CDU/CSU Fraktion weeting in Berlin, Bahr stated that
in these discussions Fraktion Chairman Barzel had told Brandt
that through his '"very closc contacts to the American Embassy!
he had learned that the latter had no objection to the CDU/CSU
Berlin meeting., Babr, added that this situation made it impos-
sible for Brandt to persuade Barzel to cancel the mectlnm, even
though it was Brandt's understanding that the Western Allies
did not favor the holding of such a meeting at the present time;
this had been made particularly clear by the French Embassy.
Bahr said that it appeared that the U.S5. had deviated from the
prev1onsly ﬂﬂreod pOQIELbn and had encouraged Barzel to hold

7. Bahr ald that Bi andt also had been irritated by the
visit of CSU Chairvman Strauss to the U.S. "to confer with
Kissinger." Bahr stated that the TRG had not heen informed of
the nature of these talks, which was contrary to the "agrecment"
made by Kissinger with Bahr to the effect that he would keep
the FRG government informed of his discussions with Opposition
leaders., DBahr commentéd that “two can play at this gawe,"
adding that Senator Muskie recently had approached the Brandt

~government and had indicated he wished information concerning

the I'RG Ostpolitik ag background to discussing this topic with

‘the leadership of the Democratic Party. Bahr added that the .

FRG had not yet responded to the Senator's request, Bahr went
on to contragt the U.3. attitude with that shown by Doland

and the Soviet Union; in the case of Barzel's trip to Warsaw,
thie Polish government had asked the I'RG how it wished to have
the Vl%it handled, while the Soviel government had made a
similar inguiry in the case of CDU/CSU Deputly Chaivman Gerhard
Schroeder's forthcoming visit to the USSR.

8. Bahyr cownentced that he had learned that Rrandt would
be Tiwme wmapazine's Man of the Year for 1970, and said that

theove had been some discussion as Lo whether Brandt might use

This honor as an cxcume Lfor a visit to the United States. It
wias also being cousideved whoether Drandt or Huhe wmight appear
on the U5, "Facoe dhe Noation' television propmeam,

r
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9., Bahy stated that Brandt planned Lo spend Christmas in
Bevlin with hig fawmily, then leave for a vacation in Kenya
until 16 January. Minister TFhmke wounld also be on vacation
from 13 December to 10 January, Bahr added that, during this
perviod, he and Vice~Chancellor Scheel would be "in charge"
of the government of the FRG. ’
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