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MEMORANDUM FOR RICHARD V. ATT.EN

FROM: DENN: /JAMES M.

SUBJECT: Your Meeting with Egen Bahr, Monday,
September 21, 10:45 a.m.

Here are materials to prepare for your meeting with Egon Bahr
and his Bundestag Subcommittee on Disarmament and Arms Control.
This memo distills the results cof a reading of Bahr's recent
public statements and conversations with State and Agency
analysts. Attached are the standard Agency bio of Bahr, a
short paper on his political development, a listing of recent
controversial quotations, and a copy of his revealing article
in the August issue of Merkur. Also attached are materials on
Heinz-Oskar Vetter, about whom you asked, and a list of
participants in the meeting.

In accordance with your instructions, we have tentatively
scheduled with Irene a 15-minute strategy session Monday
morning to prepare for this meeting. You may or may not decide
to use that time after you have read these materials. Bill
Stearman will be with us for both meetings.

Egon Bahr's actions and rhetoric only make sense, according to
a long-time Bahr observer, if it is understood that he is
fundamentally a Prussian nationalist. The single most im-
portant event in his political life was the building of the
berlin Wall. It provided both the emotional and intellectual
impetus for the development of Ostpolitik, of which he became
the chief theoretician. Although he would not acknowledge it,
his hero of modern times would probably be Gen. deGaulle.
Within the SPD he is completely trusted by no one. He is
intellectual, rational and eloquent. Along with Brandt, he is
now engaged in%campaign to attract younger members to the SPD,
an effort which causes him to shade NATO positions towards the
Left.

To gain Bahr's respect and attention, you will have to achieve
two objectives: 1) demonstrate an understanding of Central
European political situation (he feels no Americans have 1it);
and 2) engage his arguments on their merits.

We would suggest the following topics as good ones on which you
can take the offensive in discussion. They also cover the
primary controversial topics he may raise.



He basically argues that Ostpolitik can be expanded to the
Persian Gulf in particular and the world in general. (An
Egon-centric view, in short) What he does not recognize is
that all the conditions which made Ostpolitik possible in
Europe are absent in the persian Gulf: a military balance,
stable local governments, a well defined division of spheres
of influence between the superpowers, and a divided Germany.
In the Persian Gulf on the contrary there are weak and
unstable local governments, the military balance strongly
favors the Soviet Union, and the spheres of influence are
shifting (invasion of Afghanistan, Soviet influence in South
Yemen and Ethiopia). It is completely unrealistic to think
that we can apply an European model and negotiate with the
Soviets. We must establish the basis for a balance of power
that will guard our interests.

These are areas in which we think you can profitably take Bahr
on. On the positive side, Bahr recently has been giving the
US a better rating on its seriousness about LRTNF negotiations.
He has spoken out against anti-Americanism in connection with
Secretary Haig's visit, and he has spoken in favor of the
European-American relationship. He may be in a conciliatory
mood when he meets you, using these themes.

Attachments:
A - Bio
- Political growth
- Egon's Quotes
- Merkur Article
— Heinz-0Oskar Vetter memo
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Egon's Quotes

--"The neutron bomb is a symbol for the perversion of thought." (1977) 1In
August 1981, Bahr reaffirmed this statement, adding that the ERW's effect
as a deterrent is questionable, because the Soviets will match it and that
it is not required because deterrance is strong enough.

—="What will you do for an encore?" Bahr's comment on Carter administration
sanctions against the USSR - January 1980.

~=-"T did not accuse the leading Western power of mistakes in connection with
Afghanistan. I believe the West as a whole must beware not to fall victim
to the impression that anyvthing can be accomplished with arms. Ioock at
Iran." - February 1980

——"Even if nothing results from (LRINF) negotiations with Moscow, the US wants
to carry out the missile (deployment) in any case. This will not work." - June 1981

--"The basic utility of the NATO decision on LRINF was to get the US and the USSR
to the negotiating table. US readiness to develop and deploy LRINF brought about
Soviet readiness to negotiate."~ June 1981

—--"Cooperation or confrontation, that is the cuestion of survival in our
time." - August 1981

--"Those who suffered most under the Cold War gained the most from detente--
mainly Berlin, Germany and Europe." - August 1981

~-"The more pervasive the detente, the better the relations between both
superpowers, and the easier for those in between to cooperate in accordance
with their interests. The greater the confrontation, the smaller the rocm
for maneuver of the lesser powers." — August 1981

—"Burope realizes that the two alliances provide mutual protection, but not
protection against a growing rivalry between the US the the USSR. East and
West, one hears the cquestion, 'Who will protect us from our protectors?'"

- August 1981



More Egon's Quotes

- "According to Bahr, the Federal Republic's political and
economic responsibility has grown, but its right to self-
determination regarding the use of nuclear arms has not grown
at all. This is unsatisfactory in the long run. For this
reason, the issue of the Federal Republic's political partici-
pation prior to a possible confrontation between the two
nuclear powers would have to be minutely examined. 'We have
the unrelinquishable right to codetermine the question of our
existence.' " =~ September, 1981

- "I believe on the whole that the skepticism about the
objectives of US policy will grow. After all, it is a bit too
much all at once to reject the option of contractually ensuring
or expanding the denuclearized zone existing in Northern Europe;
to plan the introduction of cruise missiles and Pershing-2
missiles in East Asia, in Japan and in South Korea; and at the
same time to make a decision which starts Western advance
armament toward a new weapons system. This is quite a lot for
one week." -- August, 1981

- "I believe that the Alliance's degree of deterrence remains
great enough for the near future."” -- August, 1981

-— "After his talks in Moscow, SPD disarmament expert Egon Bahr
is convinced that the Soviet Union is prepared for 'serious
negotiations and serious concessions' on the question of the
deployment of medium-range missiles in Europe." =-- June, 1981

- "The new rules of good behavior in dealings between equal [N]Z
allies are: each as rough as he can. This is poison for the )
alliance, made in the United States." -- June, 1981 (Reacting
to Eagleburger's statements that the US would not allow its /
allies to make US decisions on disarmament) !
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Munich MKRKUR in German +ol 35, No &, rup 81, signed
to press 15 Jun 81, pp 165-77]

Zg}ticle by kgen Bahr: “turcpe and the Global Aspectl]
[Text/ 1
The glcbal aspect is galning momeoatum, The cleares*

evidence of this has been provided by the raw material

of ¢il, 011 is equally expensive for all, Its prices
are enjoyed by the producers regardless of their political
system, be it a democracy or a dictatorship, of a leftist
or rightist fabric.,  And the bigeest producers, the
United States and the Soviet Union, are adhering to

the QPEC cartel as if ithey were part of it, All suffer
under the prices, both the rich and the poor countries,
The problems of +he rich becomr more complicated, those
of thie poor morc elementrry., Comaounisl and copitalist
states profit equally if diey have the raw material,

The price 1s not determinee by any ideology. Insuring
the suppiy of oil ts something that 1s arranged worid-
wide, through fleets of tankers, bases, armument and
equiprient, Ideclogy--ov, as it us~d tou be called,
psychological warfare--can be used for this as well,

as one instrument amone others, The strugele fur,

. . . L. . a0 ]
influence or for insuring 1t is a worldw1dei€f:ns ey of

the East-West conflict.

This global pover struggle is being waged in the classic

manner~—everyone as best he can against the other,

[fardly anything is too expensive, There are hardly

any rules--al lcast none that go beyond those known

from histor'k gﬁﬁ?&equently unsuccessful, ~ll there is

is the c@ﬂcnlation on bolh sides that the intercountinental
umbrella of deterrence will be efftective. FPeace has

become trust in the othc.'s dependability. The United
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States trusts in Moscow behaving rationally in ito

conflict between desire for expansion and self-preservation.
The Soviet Union trusts in Washinpton-~-despite all
wvavering and swings--adhering consistently to self-

preservation. Both iutend to be strong enough for this.

We hnow this kind of struggle from history. In most
cases 11 led to war, Experience militates for preparing
for it. he fear ol perishing militates for relying

on thut fear, But just in case thais fear does not work,
one will have to be able to wage war, and if one can wage
war—--anywhere and at all laels--deterrence might work.
The web of this deliberation is elastic, expensive and
dangerous, and it has o worldwide etlect, Neither

of the superpcwers worries about whether the nations
bordering on the Indian (cean are opposed to harboring
foreign fleets. The _Gulf region is declared to be an
area of interest without being asked. To underline this
warning against the iLncreased polential of the other superpower
as n result of the cccupation of Afghanistan, there
follows an increasing military presence which in its

turn 1s dangerous and expeansive but elastic. If it

came down to it, what is at stake--the sources of 0il--
would be destroyed. Glowbal confrontation destroys the
comrion riches, Global ruies of behavior will bring
greater security for all. To find them and to recondle

them is one of the main tasks of the eighties.

The concept the Americans apply to this is that everything
is linked, Linkage is the concept which wants to
svbstitute complicity of the two big powers for their
rivalry. This is historically correct when it is =a
question of war and peace; it 1s wroang if it leads one

te expect totally gzood conduct, Patently common reason
and common interest have manifested themselves in what

is called the SALT process., 1t was a historic landmark

when the two big powers agreed also to want to see to

ARaL
itqa nuclear war would not be waged by others. It did




net work i1f the ones expecied the Soviet Union to forgo
influencing kthiopia or the others hoped that the United
States wonld forgo winning in Somalia, To keep the
Soviet Union out of the Middle Kast has been and continues
to be a recognizable aim of U,S., foreign policy, while

the Soviet Union has mude cousiderable investments in
changing the weights in indochina in 1ts favor. One

could continue to cite such examples,

The parallel existence of competition and cooperation,

of rivalry and coexisteuce has been a determining factor
and will continue 1o be surh, The question is whether

one will manage to expand the fields of cocperation,

e it in regions or in =-cters, in order to limit rivalries
snd bring them under cowntrol, or whether the confrontation
will worsen, leading_ to the inevitable balancing act

ou the edpe of the precioice,

if one looks closely, .t brcomes olear that 1t 1s not

a question hire of an eivher-—or, The two superpowers
definitely cap distinguish between where gzitdanger is
greatest for them and wheire it need not bﬁAmﬁch attention
to. Az far as intercontinental missiles are concerned,
they have made the greatcest efforts, including efforts

to control them, tiere the principle operates that

only joint security caa provide security from one another,
In other fields attempis are made to procure or maintain

advanvages ove one ancther,

The Brezhnev proposal for a zone of peace in the region

of the¢ Indian subcontinent with some necessary additions
definitely gees in the direction of U,S., linkage concepts.
Nevertheless it is being rejected, for it would be a way
for the Soviet Union for its part to get a kind of say

in a region in which the Americans are free to unfold

their strength. The U.5, proposal to negotiate about
Euro-strateryic medium-range missiles is rejected by the
Soviet Union, for ithe Americans would retain the advantag.s

of their forward brses. Her2 are two proposals to
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limit commitment or armament. Both sound cooperative
but basically express the desire to procure or secure
advantages over the rival, While this is an under-

standable attitude, i1 is fruitless because both sides

see through it.

Since the military strength is about equal and at least
big enough for deterrence to be effective, there are

no dictates but only agreements of candor. The two

big powers have managed this in the case of the inter-
continental weapons; they still have to learn it in

the case of the rest, To try to see if superiority--
that is, attainment of a limitation of the risk--can

be gaiued after all through armament, through subterfuge,
through pressure, through infiltration, through undermining
is extremely dangerous. Cooperation or confrontation,
that 15 3in ocur time the question of being oi not beine.

It is a global question and therefore also one for Lurope,

Cnonnoratinn Aar ranfPerantad i An ko a ciacmamd memd o mwd 2o 0o 4
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W LuLLIvavAULUL WeLlESLUU 1 USELL WIEN aluer 1> August 1961
U.S. and Soviet tanks drew up to face one another, barrel
against barrel, at a distance of not even 100 meters

on both sides of Checkpoint Charlie 1n Friedrichstrasse,

stopped and were pulicd back, because after all they were

not Suppf}sed t0 fire- . R N S S - S S 1t
and of its makine na s i Lrrrmnme s ania Tanoon

_
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Where the cold war had caused the greatest suffering,
detente was mest successful, in Berlin, in Germany,

in Kurope, and comparalively least-~both negatively
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and positively--as far as the two superpowers were
concerned, This conclusion is reached by Peler Bender

in his book "Die Kuropacisierung Luropas” /The Europé?iation
of Europe/, secing it as an opportunity following the

"a21ud of the ideological era, "X Three months ago I called
the book one of the five most important political books

of the year, saying that I did not know the other four

as yet. This is true to this day,

fasti and West are divided not only by a war and fervor

of beliefa bhut by normal couflicts of interests, Bender
danssvmante tha Farnd tha+t then Paet e nat riuidod hy vAonlnovu
smnv Joancer hnt hy an nros towa=d madernizatian. Render f&cﬁ"w“élfﬂi
realistirvily as roticws, in ordaer TOo Jusvily required

v

measures, ideology definitely is used for retaining
power, but the "decay of belief" 1s irreparable, having
extinguished the spark which once drove the engine and
whiclh has become a brake. The ideology which once
provided the impetus lor jprogress ossified into a system
preventing further progress. Brought to a fine point,
this means that the development in Eastern Lurope is

not taking its socialist bui its natural course. "What
is a reproach ideologically speaking--to be an imitation
and not an alternative--turns out to be normal historically
speaking, And thus o¢ld interests of the nation and of

tradition become stronger ogain,

Comparatively unnoticed, something developed in Eastern
jurope which the world becamne aware of after the Soviet
Union had invaded Afghanisthan, The desire to preserve
the tesults of detente conld not help being noticed in
the capitals, It was the same desire as was being
harbored by the peoples of Western Europe. Bath,

*Peter Bender, "Das Ende des idnologischen Zeitalters,

Die Europaeisierung KFuropag" /The End of the Ideological

am. -
Kra., The Europgization cf turope/, Berlin, Severin und

Siedler, 1981,




intent on moderation, excrcised influence on their re-
spective big brothers. In both parts of Europe a trend
toward political emancipation from the leading powers

became visible.

Difficulties showed up in both alliances to which security
and stability are due. Ihere were problems of coordinat-
ion in the alliarces concerning such different subjects

as Polandsmedium-range missijles. Moscow and Washington
could do what they want, but they want only what they

can do politically.

The Europeans, however, learned yet anotber thing in
the process. The greater the detente and the better
the relations petween the 1wo superpowers. the easier it

18 I0r unose 1viing 1N peuvween 10 coopberave 111 l1ine wivn

L.nNnel1»r TNLETrEeEsS LN . Lo SLTranaer LIte COong rory LA i g .. LIne
flecsae fplhawraoom Thev hava. i learly security enJoys
priority. it vhings get critical, the elbowroom for

following interests of one's own is virtuelly nil,

1f things get critical, one must obey the strategy
devised by the two supreme commands. Europe would die
together. But since 1t wants to live, the look at

the consequences of a conflict has sharpened the awareness
of the community of interests in cooperation and detente.
Timana ie woalivine ilut 4+hn twn alliannac nwawidae

mntnal nratacrtinn hiit nni nratection acainst 8 orawine
rivalrv between the tnited States and the Soviet Unian.

Tha Ao ST T AN Wi wna g nroatonrnrt 1o Tram nunir Nnyntaoantnwro 7'

can be heard in hast aud west,

Some in this country replied with the demand to quit
the allisnce, Ve ceould if we wanted to. Eastern
Europe, assuming that it wanted to, could not. The

wisih has always been for a "dissolution of blocks,"
~

not for that of one bloch. Politics and logic liead
to the same conclusion: one can overcome blocks
only in and with blocks. One can continue with detente
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only in and with blocks. One can achieve successes

only with the world powers, not against them, While
WS

again becomg” aware of itself, the old world recognizes

that it neither is a third force nor can form one,

1t is in this context that the argument about the
divisibilitly or indivis:ibility of detente is taking
place, As far as the negative side 1s concerned,

it is clear that no one wants tension tc become ipndjivisible.
It is to remain divisible, MNobody wanted the waer in
Vietnam to expand to harope, 'veryone took it for
granted that the expunsicn of the conflict to Cambodia
did not preventl the two bLig powers from reaching im-
portant agreements in Viadivostok. As far as the
positive side is concerned, the situation is not clear
at all. What would be required is to apply in other
regions the experience gained in kurope on how to

attain stability through agreements., The modus vivendi
in Europe rests on inviolability of the frontiers-»regééless
of what the opinion of either side may be on how and why
and through whose efforts these frontiers were created.
The modus viwvendi of forgoing the use of force and the
resulting security led tuv cooperation. This means
detente in a state of stahility. In other words,
corresponding agreements concerning other regions would
causc the Successei achieved in Lurope to spread,

These corld be agreements to furgo the use of force as
well as agreements to keep cer{ ain regions free of arms

supplies,

In reality the op,osite danger exists, NATO was founded
at a time when securing peace in Kurope was rsynonymous
with securing world peace, The alliiance limited to

the region alsov did its bit beyond it., Thirty years
later, in the era of the global aspect, it is obvious

that NATO caunnot function either in the South Atlantic

or in the Gulf, The U.S. argument that European

interests no less than U,S, ones are to be defended




in these areas is indisputable, While remaining sound

for ¥urope, the NATO regional alliance 1s useless for

global tasks. This does not improve either as a result

of auxiliary deliberations according to which the British

or French are to commit themielves outside the geographical
borders of NATO, with the Lnited States as a superpower rranty 7,
beimg relicved of burdens by us and others in Xurupe in order to
be able to pet to use forecs for tasks which it thinks

it should discharge elsewhore. It all 1s an attempt

to extend the sphere of NATO de {acto without extending

it de jure. By shifting forces in burope, efti cts

are to be achieved outside Europe, According to the
principle of interconnecting pipes--in other words,

according tc the laws of the global aspect or converse
linkage-~ this would entail the danger of experiencing

an expansion of the Yarsaw Treaty after an expansion of

NATO,

What is coexisting in the way of navies in the Baltie
might sieer a course of confrontation in the Gulf.
What is operating here under the laws of detente would
come under the laws of tension over there,. There
wvould be a dewnright model feedback of tensions to
llurope. That cannot be in anyone's interest. It

would heighten the dangcrs for the region and for Europe.

Confrontation or cooperation--this is the globul question
and the guestion for lurope. Tf the nrincinia of
apreements operating in kurope 1s to be transloted to
THE CT1S1y I'egZlOl. LNere wlll ave To be acresmant& hetwoen
hm et amA et aa Tha ve temnot At ammemas ~daba b ban o
as well. either betwern the two sunernnwers nr hetwren

T Tomesrmworocom e e L2 LU upu vue we Aa2a 1111v0 a gioval
confrontation, or can tha kuropean instances of experience
in stability be globali~ed through agreements? That

is the alternative which may pose itself in the next

few months. It 1is an alternative for which Europe

(the countries between the two big powers) certainly is

no third force~-too weak *~ compel constructive solutions
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but strong enocugh to provent a dangerous develgpment by

saying no.

1

One might ask the polemical question "After the division
of Germany, the division of the world?" An equally
polemical reply might be "Why not if it insures peace?"
Both question and answer woeuld miss the basic point,

however,

This 13 August is the 20th anniversary of the day
when East Berlin was blocked off from West Berlin,
experimentally for 3 days until the work to build the

wall was begun on 16 August,

The wall was the climax of the cold war, One year
later, seduced by the success (favored by geography)
in Perlin, Khrushchev visked challenging the United
States by planning to station medium-range missiles in

Cuba--and shunned away from the consequeuces of hot war.

No further escalation was possible,. The cold war
confrontation had led its=1f ad absurdum, It was dangerous
enough., Is 1t necessary to l:arn this lesson once mcre,

to make this detour with {he now incomparably more

eflfective arsens! of weapons?

The wall was a symbol of piven ~oneytions of power.

In th» last vears of the cold war the Soviet Union

had become a superpower. In the years of confrontation
it had produced the atom bomb, ithe hydrogen bomb, the
intercontinental missile and the sputnik, While the
West probably still enjoyed superiority, the risk had
already become too great. Has this changed in the
meantime? Ts it nossihle faor one tn heliave that

one can now attain a strencth that is mare effective
vilail vile pojlcw 0Ol S LIreniruik wniren aemonsSTnratnea 1 L8

WEARKINESS in 1Yo’

R G T P T N R AW a0 < o _




The warnings before August 1961 to call a four-power
foreign ministers conference to discuss the crisis which
could be seen to be developing were not heeded,
Negotiation ought to prevent sucli one-sided action,

A bitter lession! One that not the two big powers

but ornly the Germans have paid for. The Western powers
thought they knew better. Bonn, inclining toward
accommodation, indulged itself by isolating the Soviet

ambassador socially.

The wall was also an admission that communism does
not believe it can compete directly with democracy as
an ides and reality. Une of the sources of Euro-

communism was 13 August 1961,

The wall was a major turning-point in German politics,
It has many aspects which 1T am not going into here—-
the lethargy in the ¥West, in horrible contrast with
the despair of those affected, the mania with which
Ronn resumed as quickly es possibie the interrupted
Bundestag clection campaign, exploiting the i1ssue of
the wall in the prceccess, There has never been any

laeck of declarations aprd protestis, however,

Mlha hamirmnanmne $hna {(Tamnaan malsawe A0 A b onad A -
Amtnd hont da the -~ 17 g lthough those i1nvolved did
not know vet know it at the time, Only after the

shock did people start To reaiilze that realities

should be taken into corsidcration even if they do not
please==that one must negotiate with those from whom

one wants to get transit passes, that the wall can be

made porous not against them but only with them,

From this there developed later what is calied Ost-~Politik
[5olicy of accommodation toward the Eas£7. Some German
basic experience from those days later proved b&%&r‘

worth as far as Europe was concerned. It stands up

to the global standard which is needed today.
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In a review of [ecter Bvunder's book ¥Willy Brandt writes
that the existence of two (German states has become

a constituent element c¢i iuropean detente, that the
German question is part uf the balance, He says that
German unification, while & hist¢rical prospect, is not

a practical political possibility and that the continuing
division of Germany might turn out to be the price

for European unity.

He draws these conclusions: "The best prospect§ of
European support is enjoyed by a Germany policy along
European lines, The author wants the Federal Republic
of Germanyr make the split of Europe its main cause of
concern, and Kuropean unity the main aim of its politics,
This is worth pondering further. It would lead to

a shifing of emphasis--possibly more."

The best policy for Berlin, for Germany, for Europe is

one along global lines--nct in the way of confrontation but
in thc way of cooperation. And when I say Berlin, Germany
ard Kurope, | mean just that, In other words, 1 am

aware of there being an Last and a West Berlin, a Pederal
Republic of Germany and a German lDemocratic Republic,

East and West Luropean states.

In the March 1981 issue ¢! MRRRKUR brnst Weisenfeld writes
from the vantage point ol av admiring aud positively
committed cbserver of France, under the heading "LHurope--—
From Balance to Solidarity'": "The basis of political
covperation with a view to a common foreign policy,

on the other hand, is a conviclion of a solidarity cof
destiny. It is a question of bheing readj%guch solidarity
and making it oune's own, kach partner will have to be
prepared for having to search his conscience--the Britigh
owing 1o their insular consciousness, the French owing

to their independent defense, and the Germans owing to

tl'e command of reunification.”
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Weisenfeld's deliberations reflect a cencern lest the
Germans relapse into thinking along the lines of balance.
The British, French and iiermans might exhaust themselves
searching for balapce while actually, in light of the
present dangers, their sclidarity--that is, their mutual
solidarity--was at stake. 1 do not think that pesple
in Paris still think that way. It would be out of date.
¥e need Western Europe and its solidarity, and we need
solidarity with the United States, but none of that must
be in opposition to solidarity with the peoples of
Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union, It is a solidarity
growing out of a common destiny and common security.

That would be the European answer to the increasing

global aspect.
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CON%EQENTIAL 4, 1981

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR RICE

FROM: JAME IR

SUBJECT: Meetiuy wiin pyon sanr

Your memo of September 2 told us you were reconsidering meeting )

with Egon Bahr, and asked if we could provide you the materials
to "read him the riot act." (&)

Bahr's past statements - you could paint him
Soviet sympathizer, or a neutralist, or almost anything else.

However, we still feel the most effective technique would be

basically to overwhelm his arguments with a logical exposition V/
of their unreality - the exposition conducted in front of five

other parliamentarians. We have seen you do it before with othe %gg
groups, and would put our money on you in a debate with Bahr any

day. O&{

As far as the public reporting of the meeting, we do not see any -
insurmountable problem. Even if Bahr does attempt to misrepresent N? !
the meeting to the press himself, we will have five other German uﬂ”“j,
witnesses who can set the record straight, and if that doesn't 1o
work, then your loyal, rabble-rousing West European cluster will A,ﬁ”““

do SO (0]~ hah shaw fontu s i Bufuabeses FA2

When you indicated you did not wish to meet with Bahr, we called
the German Embassy to inform them, but set up a meeting with us
instead, on September 21st at 10:00. If you wish simply to drop
by that meeting, it will accomplish the purpose. We can alert

the Germans that you may drop by, without making a commitment.
That way your arrival will have some surprise effect, but can also
be called off at the last minute if, for example, Bahr has given

a particularly offensive interview the day before. (W

RECOMMENDATION:

That you agree to meet with Egon Bahr and five other German Bundestag
members of the Arms Control and Subcommlttee on September 21lst ,

at 10:00. (W) Bt wr e lets 2 Mﬁdw Jad o
Approve \1 Disapprove ¢4u4a4A4.

cc: Bob Schweitzer, Dick Pipes, Sven Kraemer, Bill Stearman

CONFIRENTIAL
Review\QQ September 4, 1
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