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8 November 1956

MEMORANDUM FOR THEE DIRECTOR OF CITRAL INTELLIGENCE

SUBJECT: The Current Negotiations With the UX and FRG
Concerning Military Issues

Problems of equiteble burden sharing which arose between the UK end
FRG and the US and FRG have now led, in the current tripartite negotiations,
to a broad review of ellied strate—r end force reguirements. The scope

het in fect what these tallks are
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end importance of this agenda sugge

Eerope. The central cuestions

&}

about is the fuiture Americen role i
raised are whether the post-1945 patiern cf our involvement with Western
Europe's security would te, and shovléd be, changed by a reductio= in

Americen forces stetioned there.

Y

This peper does not deal directly with the immediate technical issues,
on which rmuch siaff work is already being done. Instead, it 1is an attemopt
to'sée'this eplsode in inter-ellie: relstions in sope historical perspec-
tive, to define political forces at work which will affect the future
conduct of our e2llies and of the Soviet ﬁloc, and to suggest how our
interests might be effected by a move at this time to redefine :he

Ampericen military role in Burope.
; L
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Furope Todzay, Soviet

ET

riericen Interagt

The goals which

its=21f 1in Europe in the early

posiwar period heve been achieved in large messure. Western Europe has
nol been attacked, and ip recent years even the veiled threats of Soviet

greetly in potency.

behind the Americen shield, with the result

were contained end moderats an

dominate

shared. In

The crippled societies

Internal Communist forces have declinegd
of 19L5 recovered confidence
that disintegrating forces

d comstructive elements were able to

econoniic growth

in Europe's history the venefits began

eddition, Americen influence belped to
venent, end this, togather with RATO, provided
West Germany irto Europe as a respectable

& framewor!:

end responsible stzte.

t was foreseen thet the
would produce some resentment

the U3 and of its oredominent

for reintegrating 3

recovery or sirength and pride in Europe

the vestly disproportionaie power of

of

Not only hes

(4]

weight in the Allience.

this happened, but in recent €ars many Europesns have hsd an increeasin
B~ ) J & g

sense of not being mester in %

heir own house. This feeling has been

sharpened by fears of an American investment invesion fueled with vast

Tresources end technological suprezecy, by American pressures for greater
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militery eXfort{ under American revisions of stretegic doctrine, end by
eppeels for actlve support of Azerican policy in other aress, notably

in Asia. American "lesdership,” once called for to heal Burope's sick-
ness, has oflen, when 1t wes actuelly provided, been recelved as unpalateble

medicire., De Gaunlle, In the Frexch marner, haes elevated such discontents

and made them the basis of e policy which categor-

l—‘l
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Into a generza
ically repudiates the present Americen role in Furope. This policy has

produced en organizatiorel crisis in the Allilarnce,.

The voices of discontent have found soze echo in West Gerzmary, alweys
hitherto the "staunchest" of Americarn partzars in Europe. There, ecozozic

Alldied

ck

me=icon pressure for offset paymentis, exnd concern tha
policy was coving towerd scceptance of an indefinitely divided Ger—eny

heve combined with week leadershis L0 produce some political disarTay.

For the first time in the postwzr period, the barometer of German-Acerlcan

Some of the distemper in Europeen-American relstions arises froz a
revised view of Soviet policy which has gained wide crédence in recent

years. Since 1952, when the Soviets allowed the Berlin "crisis" to fede
away in the aftermath of the Cuda=z corfrontetion, the USSR has refrained

from crude pressures under militz—y threat. The main theme of its policy

hes been Buropean security, thet is, setilement and stabilizetion on the
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besis of the stetus cuo in Germanr. There is a strong desire In Western

irc ingly constructive relaticns with

3
[eN

Europe to believe thet statle rees
the Eest are possible, and no great desire to allow thls vision to be
aborted by clains of the Germars to the unity of their couniry. A mood
that looks forward to erjoying the fruits of Western Burope's growing
productivity, thout further intrusion of the elerms, excursions, and
costs of cold war, inevitebly mekes the burdens of NATO, & military

alliance bullt on the assumption that there was a real threat of Soviet

attack, harder to bear.

It is naturel that by now questions shouid elso bdegin to be rgised
in this country ebout the American role iz Europe. Do we really need
large military forces there more than two decedes efier the emd of
World War II? Are the costs acceptable in view of Burope's prosperity
and American burderns elsewpere? Are there not persussive Indicatiorns
that the USSR no longer poses a "threst" to Western Europe? The enswers
to these questions naturally gilve some difficulty in the context of
domestic politics. They are easler if sought in terms of the long-

renge interests of the United States as & world power.

it is & cliché; but still velid, to declere that the elignment of
Western Furope in world politics remains vitel for us. There is some

tendercy nowadays to think of that erees es perochial, withdrawm in
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weariness Trom *r

4

e balance of power geme, &nd there 15 mich in the

Buropean mood that supports this. 3Bu: this eres 1is still the most power-

ful concentration of productive forces outside the US and USSR. Historically
its political dynemism hes been formidadble. To consign 1t to the backwaters
of world politics, to assume & quiet Europe ai peace with itsel? and with-
drewn from struggles that proceei elsewhere, would probably not be a sournd

wager on the future.

The USSR clearly does not think that all p&ver strugsles in Europe
are over, desplie its relative pessivitiy on European issues in recent
years. The Soviets desisted froc gross pressures afier 1$52 because
they understood at last the greatl risks invorved, and because they
realized finally that pressures wouldé not rupture bui only consolidate
the Western Alliance and the Americen presence in Burope. They heve
seen in recent frictlions in Europesn-Ainericen reletions an opportunity
to pursue by ovher meens their mein objective of excluding American
power and Influence from thet erea. The emphasis on detente in Burope,
on an all-European securiily setilezent zede without Americen participation,
eims at disrupting the Atlantic connection and et moving Western Europe
tovard & more neutral position in world politics. The Federsl Republic
would contlnue to be treated as a parizh, held in contemptucus isoleticn

until 1t produced politicians who saw the light and were willing to come

to terms with Soviet power. Thus a Soviet "threat" continues to exist in
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the sense that, even though the US3SZ2 does no:t for the present penace
Western BEurooe with armed atteck, its basic strategy 1s st{11 to
separate Wesiern Europe froo America, end theredby greatly to diminish

th as power factors.

L would be absurd to suggest that this Soviet vision of & vast
shift in the world balence of power 1s, because of current frictio=s
within the Western Alliance, evea remotely near realization. The
dominent political forces in Westarn Europe today are still, despite
concern over some American policies, eneraliy cormitted to the view
that an Atlantic coelition uade- Anericaz leadership 1s essential ;o
their Interests. De Gaulle's docirines have for the most rart been
teken as too much en expression of personal idiosynecrecy and French
particularisz. His nominetion of hizself to leed & third-force European

coalition has not won generzl ecclaim; the division in FNATO is still

1L +o0 1.

On & long view, however, Ame-icen policy caennot afford to be com-
placent ebout Europe. This country has & role to play as a world power,
while Western BEuropean states now define their interests largely in
regional terms; this difference in engle of vision will inevitably strein
reiations from time to time. Afier “uo world vars, moreover, REuropeans

iacline to stand eside fron ideological struggies on & world scale, and
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to confront no bowver challenge unless 1t is visibly at their owm gates,
At the sare time, the European wmity movenment appeers to have stagnated,
and the Gaullist impulse to a revivel of nevionalism mekes 1t impossible
to preclude a reversion to intra-Zu-opeen cuarreling. And there can be
no doudbt that the Soviets stand realy still tgq exploit whatever divisions

pay develop within Europe, and between Europe and the Us,

Altogether, while the condition of Europe end of ALl tic relstions
today do not give grounds for elarm, there ig reason Tor attentive concern.
Becagse any watoward developments on this front have such a vital beerirg
on world power relations, and ultizotelsr on Amarican security, there is
always reason for special sensitiviiy. TIL will be in the Americen interest
Tfor & long time %o come to glve highest priority to Europe, to 1ts security
and intermal order, end to the preservation of our influence there, however

heavy the burdens ena interse the preoccupetiions elsewhere.

Force Reductions as ex Issue 1n the Alliance

The question posed in connection with the tripertite negotietions
is whether the American stake in Europe and in good Atlantic relstions
would be prejudiced by & significent reduction 1in Americen forces, Or,
given the céndition of Europe described apove, is this the moment when

Some partial military disengagenent can be underteken with tolerable risk?
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There 15 no way of defining exactily what amourt of cut in American
forces would noy be viewed as "significant” by the allies. Clesrly there
1s some degree or Turther modest drawdown which would be understood,
even 1f not with full Sympathy, es owing to the demends of the Vietnen
war and to the belance of payments protlen; such a cut would not be
construed as a turning point iz U3 rolicy toward Europe which confronted
the allies with a new situation. Egually there is Some larger scale of
cutback which would be 50 construed. Very likely +his would be true of
any cut lerge enough to effect really meaningrul savings for the U3,

It is also POssible, perhens likely, thck - lasser cut woul’ be taker

&S & portent of & larger ome to Tollow. In any case, what is worth
discu§§ing is a cul, whatever 1:s magnitude, which d1d lead the Europeans,
end perhaps the Soviets as well, to conclude that American policy towerd
Europe was changirg éirection ang that we interded to lessen our Iinvolve-
ment there. I% 45 no: neceésary to discuss reecticas to & belief thet

we Intendegd simply- tc ebandon ou- European interest and commitment

entirely, since robody would be likely to irfer that.

-

t should also be saig that, whetever meaning Europeans might attsach
to & reduction they took to be sigzificant, thelr views would probably
be little effected by reesoms the U3 might give or by public relstions

manipulation. Buropean opinion-mekers ere notoriously skeptical of

officlel truth, and most sophisticated people would prefer to believe
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the "real reesons" which would surely be provided by numerous articulate
commentators. A{ present, when pany pecple find 1n the Vietnan war a
welcome pretext far disenchantment with American policy and far dis-
trusting the credivility of American official utterances, even very
sound and defensitle explanations yrould be likely to encounter heevy
going. The various liabilities of Americen policy in Furcpe described
above are a political-psychological reelitly of the present moment.
Since, as will be argued below, the political effects of & force cutback
provide the main wound of concern, 1t would be well to recognize that
et present our ebility to irfluence the ~omri—istior whick Earopean

-

opinlon puts on our policies is less than f% has besn.

Security Implicetions

is whether Western Europe would be exposed to significently increzsed

risk of Soviet attack. It is also %the easiest to answe=.

It is extrems v doubtd that the Soviets at any time in the
postowar period seriously entertained the idea of achieving thelr objectives
in Western Europe Yty actual miliia— aititaclk. At various times they
threatened wer 1f certain limited Cemands were not met, primevily con-
cerning Berlin. In the early postwer vears they probably believed that

-~ -

such threats against 2 weakly defended Wes

¢t

ern Zurope, together with the

1
\O
t
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considerable subversive potential the:- ther hed there, might cause Western
will to fail, end that such a demonstirstion of Soviet power might, as new
demends were added, lead on to e general collapse. In the lete 50's,
under a carefully-fostered impression that they hed achieved & decisive

power advaniage In nuclear-rockst weapons, they revived the seme technique

of essault by iniimidation, end zgein they feiled. The Soviets have

evidently learned that it 1s no: possidble to edveznce in Western BEurope on

the cheep, thatl 1s, by e mere shov of intinideiinz power.

The Soviets pulled back from actuzl attéck primarily, no doubt,
because they could not foresee the conseguances exd judged the Hkely
costs of a pajor war to be unaccestable. There is another reason that
ought not to be underestirmated. Soviet bistory shows that under this
regime ‘there ere serious politicel-ideological inhibitions against resort
to naked eggression. dvgnces for Comminist power are supposed to be

Soviet leadership

[{]

won by indigenous revolutionary action. Even 1f th
might In some circumstances bring itself to overlock this nicety, 1t
would have to be concerned about the reactlons of the Soviet people in

e mejor wer brougnt on et Soviet irnitistive.

There is every reason to believe thef the grounds the Soviets had
for refreining from direct attack in the pest still apply, end would
apply even if Armerican forces in RBurope were considerably reduced, prob-

ably even if they were withdrewn entirely. The Soviets know that the

- 10 -
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US considers it vitzl to 1ts own securify that Comminis: DOwer not engul?
Western Europe. They would understand thet overt gggression by them would
unleash a train of events carrying the highest risk of general nuclear wvar,
Their conduct over the lest two decades proves that they intend to stand

well back fror that contingency.

Soviet Policy in the Wake of & Force Cut

It 1s possible, of course, that the Soviets would think thet & US

force withdrawal peent thet Atlantic lints were weakening, that 1f they

ct

actics of intizidotio the Westerm Alliance would
prove fragile, end that theyr coulé then register some demonstretive guir,
sey, final_y at Berlin, which woulé p-ove to all the world +thet +he
reletions of power hed shifted. This seercs extremely uniikely. Any
American force cuiback would no doubt be eccompanied by elaborate mutual
pledges of continued firmness within the Western Allience. More irportanti,
the Sovieis would know thet the US would be highly sensitive to any new
Soviel moves to exploit the situztion. They would probably expect, in
fact, that {tkhe Aperican response to any opering gambit by them would be

50 vigorous e&s to preclude the nicely moduleted development of a "crisis"

situation under their control.



This 1s not {c say that at some later time the Soviets mizght not
come to thinlz thatl az reduced Amerlicen postu-e in Burope invited & renewal
of pressure tactics. But this would not arise from the altered force
equation as such. © would resuit froc their reading of the general
drift of Buropean-Americen relations; ther might infer thet e really
divisive loss of mutual confiden:ce erong the Allies mede effective re-
sistance to new demands unlikelr. Since the Soviet style 1s somewhat

heavy-handed, there could be no guarantee that they would not ect in

this menner 2zt some stage.

The scenario they would et first comsider more promising would ‘be

entirely differeni. They would activate their diplomecy end propagenda
to peféu&de Westert. Europe that, witik: the US beginzing to disengage,

new possibilities for detente on 2 European besis were opening up. Some
withdrawel of Soviet forces.would occur to document this tremd. Culturel
exchenges end econormic relations would be expanded wherever possible to
provide symboliszm. Plausible securiiy undertakings would be offered,

" and these would, of course, at lezst imply recoganition of the status quo
in Germany. EPfforts would be mzde to givé the comrmunigues issuing from
The object of all this

the meetings of statesmen an anti-Azericen nuance.

would be to commit 1nfluentizal poliiical elements in Western Europe to the
view that Aperican power wes no longer neeced there, end that its finel

departure could be viewed with eguenimity. The Soviets would also hope

SECRET
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that discreet cultivetion of furopean-Americen dissesnsions that right

arise would help to accelersie a process of political-military disengage-

The Soviets are no: Pools enough to believe thet such e caopaign
could achieve guick or eesy success. But they would g-indé asway at 1t
so long as the auspices were favorable. The essets they could bring
to bear would include their politiceli-subversive apparatus in the West.

. P 4

In the politicel clipate the Soviets would be irying to engender, the

Comrmunist perties would have greatly improfed chences of escaping from
their chronic isolation, end united fromt tactics night work to con-
slderably better effect than heretofore. Success would obviously a;pend
on bringing a fairly wide spectrum of rnon-Commminist Oplnion to the view

that the situation in Europe wes chenging in e fundementel way which

celled for new depertures in both internal end extermal policy.

All this 1s e very large order end the Soviets would have their
work cut out for them, even 1f Europezn-Americen relations deteriorated
markedly in the wale of force reductions. t would be the exten:t of
deterloration over some considerzitle pefiod which would determine the

meesure of their opportunity.

SECRET



Repercussions in +he Alldiance

i

Thus, the eventyal reaction of tha ‘Topean allies to what they saw
8s a significant change in America- oilitary policy would be cruciel. It
is unlikely +hat there would be any irmediste genersel alarm about the
security of the aéea. Fear of actusl Soviet attack ig now minimel .,
Sophisticated opinion would reelize that the m11 weight of US power
remeined committeg by the forces which rezalined, and would believe algo
thet the US, which hag borze the burdens of global struggle in other less
vitel arees, could not in ifs owz interest be indifferent to the fate of
Europe. Some recriminatory voices woulé ro doub: be loud, end De Gaylle
would help to meznify thex, but thery wouls prodably not be determining for

-

atititudes of Allie3 governmen.s. There might be some initial confusiocn,

g
ck ®

it would Drobedly be panazeable.

t would be the long péll vhich would metier. Politicians, lixe
investors, discount the future. However the force cuts were Justified,
. there vould be some Sense that American resources were oversirained, or
that some shift of briorities in Ame:ican.policy, oresurably toward Asia
and awey from Europe, was texing plece. Over tige this could mean still
less inclineation to support American policy in other arees or to accept

Americen leadership on mette-s that did not immedietely involve the

security of Europe.

- 1L .
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A military alliernce almos:t never colliapses all at once; 1t dies
evzy by degrees as the perticipents sense that the originel prEmiges
that bound them have lost velidity. Ultimately, and this would be
especlally true if US policy encountersed reverses elsevhere and the
general view held of the relstions of power should become less edvan-
tageous to the US than at presen:, the besic alignment of Western Europe
could be affected. A gradusl shift of perspective might et some critical
Juncture leed Western Buropesn stetes to adopt the view thet the USsz
was affer all the ornly first cless power relevant to Europe's arrange-

ments, and {to begln to accommodate thmitaiou: zoccordingliy. The Sorists
would, 1f they followed the policy described ebove, make this seem'éasy

and without rislk. Approprisie shifts in +the internal balsnce of political
forces would occur in Western B:iropesn countries , and the end result would

be & percepltible move to a middle, perheps even & neutralist position

between the US erd USSR.

This kind of outcome seems very far dowa the roed at oreseat, even
far-fetched. Tc suggest that it would flow inevitebly from any specific
emount of reduction of Americen forces in Europe would be very misleading.
Kevertheless, the agreed militery dispositions give the Allisnce concrete

expression and symbolize its meaning. When they are changed in scme

significernt way, especielly at the initiestive of the dominsnt member, 1t

mey eventually appear to other nembers that e trend is developing which

- 15 -
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will finally invalidate the original rationele. An alilance 1s sustainegd
by men's belief that 1t reflecis power relstions which can be relied on
to serve their long-term s well as their irmediate national security

interest.

Thus, while it cennot be plausibly argued that a significant force
cut now would necessarily do irrepe~able demage to the prospects of the
Allience, it capn be said that such ¢ move ruzs the risk of storing up
trouble for the future. The dise-ray alreedy existing in HATO is not
e good omen, and means at least that whatever unfavorable trend was set

in motion would be intensified in the presz=at context. e

The Federal Republic

Generalizations which can be mede with some justice for the Alliance
es & whole would almost certainly not epply in West Germany. The German

reaction to a significent force cutback would be serious, possibly traumatic.

This would not be the cese beceuse the Germens have & very mch
greater feer ther others of the imminence of Soviet atteck, though
obviocusly their fromt-line positiion pleys e psychologicel role. On the
vhole, they have come to accept the vilew generélly held ir Europe that
the Soviets are effectively deterred. Since they believe thils is owing
primarily to US mucleer power, the withdrewel of a part of the ground

forces would not in itself seem immedistely criticel to their security.
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The Germens ere, however, far more sensitive than others to what Chenge
in US militery éispositicns mizht siznify for the gezeral direction of U3
policy. The large US military presence has meent, nct merely that the U3
wes committed to the defense of West Germzn territory, but elso to up-
holding the German netionel interest in the g1l unresolved struggle over
the division of the country. A siznificent cutbeck in +thet nresence would
imply for Gerrmans that the US wes Pinally ebandoning its sponsorsnip of
the natioral cleim to un ty and was accepting the staius guo’ far the
indefinite future. Since there is ro confidence whetever that unity
can be won without American becldng, there would inevitably be cries of

betrayal. -

> It has been argued theat the Germans know anyway that there is no
present prospect of achieving unity, and that they are resigned to this
Tact. This is alrmost certainly e superficiel reading for the long term.
During the postwar period the Germerns have been in desperate need of
recovering thelr self-respect asnd the respect of others. They are bound
to think thet they will never achieve +this if they resign themselves
weekly to the brutel injustice of pertition. With confidence reswekened
by their postwar achievements, th & sense of guilt over the camparative
lot of a fourth of the nation, with their once great capital still held as
& dreary hostege, it seems more ldkely that they will increesingly find the

resent outcome o2 their historr unscceptable. This mood will be sustained

- 17
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by politiciens whe, to avoid beins cutflenked by other polditicians, will
need to reaffirm the goal of reunificetion. It would be prudent to think
that this issue will still stir the ceuldrorn of politics 1n Germany in

ways that cannot now be foreseen.

D)j

or the present the Germans surely heve no plece to go, but this mey
not always be true. Political changes which could come eventually 1in both
the FRC and the USSR might revise the options. Or, resignation might
fin2ally end in politicel demoralizstion and the West would then heave
another kind of protlem; without a strong end steble Germeny the Alliance

vould be dangerously weazkened. Thus, tae woliticel conditioz of Germpary

will remain e key fecitor for the security of the West.

A political shekeout is now going on in 3ornn, and this development had
not & litile connection with recent frictiors in German-Americen relatiors.
It is irmpossible to say vhét furiher trexmors would result from & cutbeck
in US forces which was viewed as e serious reverssl for German policy.
Probebly it would become more difficuli +o find e siable mejority. A
prolonged process of political regrouping might ensue, accompanied by

mich egerizing soul-seerching over national goels and policles. In any

case, it 1s certain thet the profoundest effect of force cuitbacks would

be in Germany, end thet et this time nobody cen sey with assurance what

would be the effect an politics and policy in the Federz) Republic. As =
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petion, the post-19L45 Germens heve not yet found en idextity end a role.
They are unlixely to be able egrin to merzce their neighbors wiliterily;
but 1t remains to be proved wheiher 1z a politicel sense and over the long
term they will be an asset or e liebility to Europeen stability. Thus, a
move by the US which disoriented the Germzas seriously would CarTy some

unknown, end possitly high degree of risk.

I Not Now, When?

The conclusion implicit in the foregoing discussion is that, while a
significant cutbeck 1in US forces et this time would probebly not have any
imrediately disastrous consequences, the whole context is unfavorzbhle end
risks setting in train a process of deterioration in the Allisnce which
voﬁld be ominous for the future. To teke this view is not the seme es
erguing thet & change In the US military posture in Europe can never be
undertaken without excessive risk. It is possible to describe circumsiences

whick might be more favorable and to suggest criteria which should govern

s80 sensitive a decision.

In principle, such a decision should be taken in some positive policy
framework and oo celculations aimed et edvancing Western Interests. The
move proposed &t present hes nothing of that. We did not choose the time

for an edventageous act of policy; instead, the impression 1s given that

we sre acting under the pressure of considerations, mainly finenciel,

- 19 -
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which compel the move even et scome politicel risk. The psychologicel

effect is therefore negetive and defensive.

A period irn which such a move could be turned to policy sdvantage
would be orne in vhich American credii generally end regard for Americen
leadership in the Alldiance were high. It would be & perlod when general
detente in Soviet-American relations was recognized to exist, and seen
to be the conseguence meinly of Soviet regard for American strength axnd
Western solidarity. This kind of seltirg would lend positive virtue to
the argument that the prolonged presence of large American forces wes
unwholesome for the Europeerns and for us. It would make it feasidle to
offset political risks end simulﬁaneously to shore un the Alliance by
giviné‘greater ermhasis to tre political content of Atlantic relations,
that 1s, to common politicel objectives both within Europe end in the
world at large. Finelly, and of greetest importence, the kind of context
described would mexe it possible to 1link force withdrawals with a new
initiative to the Soviets for movement on the Germen problem. They might
_1not respond, but they would be placed under some pressure and 1t would be
they and not we who would be an the defensive on the Germen issue. At

least, the cutbeck would then be associated in the Germen mind with a

positive politicel strategy.
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t could be argued that the internetional setiing in the year following
the Cubar missile crisis had some features corresponding to the general
prescription given above. While it 1s fatuous to reel beck history, that
period illustretes circumstances in which concelvably a US force cutback
in Europe could heve been undertaken with greater edvantege. Similarly,
it 1s possible thet in the weke of a settlement of the Vietnan wer apnother
more propitious phese will emerge. In ary case, 1t 1s evident that other
contexts are conceivable which would be more procising and less hezardous

then the present one.

Whatever the time, we ought to choose it deliberately and for positive
reasons of policy, unless, of course, we are simply compelled by circum-
stances. The caese for force cuts in Furope is apperently not argued on
the basls of such necessity, only on the ground of merginel adventage to
the balance of payments. The ergument of this peper is that the politicel
risks at this time carry.far greater weight. If we make blunders of
political Judgment in our relstions with our Europeen Allfes, we cannot
count on the Soviets to overlook mercifully the openings we meke for thec.
The strﬁggle over Europe, focused In Germeny, contirues despite the surface

calm of recent years, end that eree 1s still more crucisl to our security

than any other.

JOHEN HUIZENRCA
Boerd of Fetionzl Estimsates



