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Attached for your signature
is a hard copy of the cable
which was sent to General
Secretary G~~bachev this
weekend. B__ause this
letter will be sent
expressly to Secretary
Gorbachev, your personal
signature is appropriate.

mao

David Chew
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I also agree that the first steps in moving toward
this goal involve deep reductions in the existing
arsenals of the United States and the Soviet
Union. Also, like you, we can envision subsequent
steps which could involve the United Kingdom,
France and the People's Republic of China, so that
all can move to zero nuclear weapons in a balanced
and stable manner. Finally, I also share the view
that our efforts should now focus on the first
steps which the U.S. and USSR can take bilaterally
to begin the process.

I can also agree with several of your ideas on how
this program would proceed. There are other details,
however, that would require modification before I
could accept them.

For example, as our two nations reduce our nuclear
weapons toward zero, it is imperative that we
maintain equal limits on those weapons at each
stage along the way. To this end, the United
States last November proposed a detailed plan for
reduction of U.S. and Soviet strategic offensive
forces. I am disappointed that the Soviet Union
has not yet responded to this proposal, which
builds on your ideas presented to me last fall by
Foreign Minister Shevardnadze. As we discussed in
Genev. we agree on the principle of deep
reduc..ons, but we cannot agree that certain
categories of weapons systems on the U.S. side
would be included while like weapons on the Soviet
side would be excluded.

Similarly, we must insist that limits be based on
system capabilities, not expressed intentions.

You made this point very eloquently to me in Geneva.
In regard to longer-range INF missiles, this means
that we cannot exclude systems from limits merely
because of their deployment location, since those
systems are capable of moving or being transported
in a matter of days between different geographic
areas. .

I have, however, studied closely, your INF
proposal of January 15, 1986, and believe that our
negotiators at Geneva should be able to arrive at
an equitable, vi 'ifiable and mutually acceptable
INF agreement. In this regard, I have asked our
negotiators during this round to propose a
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breakthrough, that of course would be best. But
as we attempt to deal with the key issues, we
should simultaneously try to solve as many of the
smaller ones as we can in order to develop
momentum for dealing successfully with the larger
issues.

This applies particularly to the nuclear testing
issue, which you mentioned in your letter. Since
nuclear testing occurs because we both depend on
nuclear weapons for our security, our ability
eventually to eliminate testing is intimately con-
nected with our ability to agree on ways to reduce
and eventually eliminate nuclear weapons themselves.
This is why we simply cannot enter into the
moratorium you have proposed.

However, there must be practical means by which we
can begin resolving our differences on this issue.
Congressmen Fascell and Broomfield have reported
to me your suggestion that we open a dialogue to
discuss both your ideas and ours on this subject.
I am prepared to agree to this idea, to have our
representatives meet to discuss the principal
concerns on both sides without preconditions. If
we could agree on concrete verification impro :-
ments for the Threshhold Test Ban Treaty and
Treaty on Peaceful Nuclear Explosions, we wou | be
prepared to support ratification of those treaties
and create conditions which wculd let us move
toward our ultimate goal of banning all tests.

I have taken careful note of your suggestion that
we meet in Europe to deal with this issue. While
I agree that it is very important, it is hard for
me to understand the basis for a meeting on our
level, devoted solely to this issue, when it has
been impossible to arrange for our representatives
to discuss it. In any event, our calendars are
such that we should be able to arrange the meeting
we agreed on in Geneva as soon and as easily as we
could arrange a one-purpose meeting in Europe.
Wouldn't it be better to treat this issue first at
a lower level, in the hope that a way could be
found to produce some concrete result when we meet
in the United States?



In addition to the substantive suggestions I made
to Ambassador Dobrynin, I asked him to convey to
you some ideas for procedures we might follow to
speed up resolution of the issues we face. I hope
you will give them serious consideration.

I am pleased that Secretary Shultz and Foreign
Minister Shevardnadze will be meeting in May to
discuss how we can accelerate the preparations for
your visit to the U.S. I would hope, however,
that we can begin immediately to exchange ideas
regarding practical goals we can set, and therefore
look forward to receiving your more detailed
letter and your reaction to the ideas I presented
to Ambassador Dobrynin. I would also like to
suggest that you look again at our most recent
arms control proposals -~ the comprehensive
proposal of November 1 and the INF proposal of
February 24. I believe there are positive
elements in them on which we can build. Both of
these proposals were designed to pick up on
positive aspects of your proposals and bridge the
previous positions of our two sides. They also
would provide key elements in implementing the
first phase of your proposal of January 15.

In conclusion, I want to convey to you the high
regard in which Ambassador Dobrynin is held in our
country. He has played a truly distinguished,
historic role in relations between our countries
for over two decades, and we view his departure
from Washington with regret. I understand,
however, that his future duties will involve
relations between our countries, so that we look
forward to working with him in the future as well.

I am certain that Ambassador Dobrynin's successor
will be received by American officials and our
public with the respect due the representative of



a great nation. I agree with you that the widest
possible contacts by our Ambassadors both in
Washington and Moscow are important if we are to
achieve a greater measure of mutual understanding.

Nancy joins me in sending our warm personal
regards to you and Mrs. Gorbacheva.

Sincerely,

TN
'
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His Excellency
Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev
General Secretary of the Central Committee
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
The Kremlin
Moscow



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASIHINGTON

April 11, 1986

Dear Mr. General Secretary:

Thank you for your letter of April 2, which
Ambassador Dobrynin delivered. As Ambassador
Dobrynin will report to you, your letter served as
the point of departure for a very useful meeting
we held in my office, and for additional meetings
between him and Secretary Shultz. It is clear
that both of us are concerned about the relative
lack of progress since our meeting in Geneva in
moving overall relations in a positive direction.
While each of us would cite quite different
reasons to explain this situation, I agree with
your thought that the important thing now is to
focus our attention on how we can solve the
concrete problems facing us.

I described to Ambassador Dobrynin a number of
goals which I believe we could set for our
meeting. This was of course an optimum list. I
recognize that achieving these goals will be a
complex and difficult process and that we may not
be able to achieve them all in the immediate
future. I am confident, however, that all can be
achieved if we have the will to get to work on
them promptly. Furthermore, they are sufficiently
important that progress on even a few of them
would be a worthwhile achievement.

Although I believe we should not relent in our
search for ways to bridge critical differences
between our countries, I agree with your observa-
tion on the desirability of moving step by step
when an overall solution to a problem eludes us.
I want to assure you that our proposals, like
yours, are not "all or nothing at all." We wish
to negotiate, to find compromises that serve the
interests of each of us, and to achieve as much
progress as possible. If we can make a critical
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breakthrough, that of course would be best. But
as we attempt to deal with the key issues, we
should simultaneously try to solve as many of the
smaller ones as we can in order to develop
momentum for dealing successfully with the larger
issues.

This applies particularly to the nuclear testing
issue, which you mentioned in your letter. Since
nuclear testing occurs because we both depend on
nuclear weapons for our security, our ability
eventually to eliminate testing is intimately con-
nected with our ability to agree on ways to reduce
and eventually eliminate nuclear weapons themselves.
This is why we simply cannot enter into the
moratorium you have proposed.

However, there must be practical means by which we
can begin resolving our differences on this issue.
Congressmen Fascell and Broomfield have reported
to me your suggestion that we open a dialogue to
discuss both your ideas and ours on this subject.
I am prepared to agree to this idea, to have our
representatives meet to discuss the principal
concerns on both sides without preconditions. If
we could agree on concrete verification improve-
ments for the Threshhold Test Ban Treaty and
Treaty on Peaceful Nuclear Explosions, we would be
prepared to support ratification of those treaties
and create conditions which wculd let us move
toward our ultimate goal of banning all tests.

I have taken careful note of your suggestion that
we meet in Europe to deal with this issue. While
I agree that it is very important, it is hard for
me to understand the basis for a meeting on our
level, devoted solely to this issue, when it has
been impossible to arrange for our representatives
to discuss it. In any event, our calendars are
such that we should be able to arrange the meeting
we agreed on in Geneva as soon and as easily as we
could arrange a one-purpose meeting in Europe.
Wouldn't it be better to treat this issue first at
a lower level, in the hope that a way could be
found to produce some concrete result when we meet
in the United States?



In addition to the substantive suggestions I made
to Ambassador Dobrynin, I asked him to convey to
you some ideas for procedures we might follow to
speed up resolution of the issues we face. I hope
you will give them serious consideration.

I am pleased that Secretary Shultz and Foreign
Minister Shevardnadze will be meeting in May to
discuss how we can accelerate the preparations for
your visit to the U.S. I would hope, however,
that we can begin immediately to exchange ideas
regarding practical goals we can set, and therefore
look forward to receiving your more detailed
letter and your reaction to the ideas I presented
to Ambassador Dobrynin. I would also like to
suggest that you look again at our most recent
arms control proposals -- the comprehensive
proposal of November 1 and the INF proposal of
February 24. I believe there are positive
elements in them on which we can build. Both of
these proposals were designed to pick up on
positive aspects of your proposals and bridge the
previous positions of our two sides. They also
would provide key elements in implementing the
first phase of your proposal of January 15.

In conclusion, I want to convey to you the high
regard in which Ambassador Dobrynin is held in our
country. He has played a truly distinguished,
historic role in relations between our countries
for over two decades, and we view his departure
from Washington with regret. I understand,
however, that his future duties will involve
relations between our countries, so that we look
forward to working with him in the future as well.

I am certain that Ambassador Dobrynin's successor
will be received by American officials and our
public with the respect due the representative of



a great nation. I agree with you that the widest
possible contacts by our Ambassadors both in
Washington and Moscow are important if we are to
achieve a greater measure of mutual understanding.

Nancy joins me in sending our warm personal
regards to you and Mrs. Gorbacheva.

Sincerely,
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His Excellency
Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev
General Secretary of the Central Committee
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
The Kremlin
Moscow
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April 11, 1986
SECRBS/-SENSITIVE/ SUMMEP—F®

MEMORANDUM FOR VADM JOHN M. POINDEXTER
THE WHITE HOUSE

SUBJECT: Russian Text of April 2 Gorbachev Letter

to the President

The original, signed Russian text of General Secretary
Gorbachev's April 2, 1986 letter to the President is attached.
The complementary English translation provided by Ambassador

] nin to you and the Secretary at your meeting on Monday,
i 7, is also attached,

LY ', -
B ik mion
{+'Nicholas Platt
Executive Secretary

Attachments: As Stated

DEC
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Unofficial translatior

~
‘His Excellency JerL
Ronald W.Reagan P ()\
President of the United States of Amerig )ﬁ} , ({
Washington, D.C. r"_ff)r)‘
et
P,,y’*\ April 2, 1986

(/8
Dear Mr,President:

I have requested A.F.Dobrynin to transmit this letter to you
personally as a follow-up to our exchange of views.

I would like to say that we value A.F.Dobrynin's long years of
activity as Soviet ambassador to Washington and his vigorous efforts
to develop mutual understanding between our two nagtions. This,
of course, has been greatly facilitated by the contacts he maintainec
with the American leadership, including under your Administration.

We hope that similar opportunities will be available to his successo:
who we are currently selecting and who will be named shortly.

I intend to send you a more detailed letter on a number of spe-
cific issues in our relations and also amplifying on those ideas that
I have set forth before. Now, I would like to share with you some
of my general observations that I have, and, surely, you must have
your own, regarding the state and prospects of the relationship
between our two countries. I believe, in doing so, one has to use
as a point of departure our meeting in Geneva where we both
assumed certain obligations.

I think our assessments of that meeting coincide: it was
necessary and useful, it introduced a certain stabilizing element

to the relations between the USSR and the USA and to The world



situation in general. It was only natural that it also generated
no small hopes for the future.

More than four months have passed since the Geneva meeting.
We ask ourselves: what is the reason for things not going the
way they, it would seem, should have gone? Where is the real turn
for the better? We, within the Soviet leadership, regarded the
Geneva meeting as a call for translating understandings of principle
reached there into specific actions with a view to giving an impetus
to our relations and to building up their positive dynamics. And
we have been doing just that after Geneva.

With this in mind, we have put forward a wide-ranging and
concrete program of measures concerning the limitation and reduction
of arms and disarmament. It is from the standpoint of new approaches
to seeking mutually acceptable solutions that the Soviet delegations
have acted in Geneva, Vienna and Stockholm.

What were the actions of the USA? One has to state, unfortuna-
tely, that so far the positions have not been brought closer together
so that it would open up a real prospect for reaching agreements.

I will not go into details or make judgements of the US positions
here. But there is one point I would like to make. One gathers the
impression that all too frequently attempts are being made to portra]
our initiatives as propaganda, as a desire to score high points in
public opinion or as a wish to put the other side into an awkward
position., We did not and do not harbor such designs. Aftervall, our
initiatives can be easily tested <for their practicality. Our goal
is to reach agreement, to find solutions to problems which concern

the USSR, the USA and actually all other countries.
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I have specially focused on this matter so as to ensure a
correct, unbiased and business-like treatment of our proposals.
I am sure that it will make it easie? to reach agreement.

Now what has been tsking place in the meantime outside the
negotiations? Of course, each of us has his own view of the
policy of the other side. But here again, has the Soviet Union done
anything in foreign affairs or bilateral relations that would
contribute to mounting tensions or be detrimental to the legitimate
interests of the USA? I can say clearly: no, there has been nothing
of that sort.

On the other hand, we hear increasingly vehement philippics
addressed to the USSR and are also witnessing quite a few actions
directly aimed against our interests and, to put it frankly, against
our relations becoming more stable and constructive. All this
builds suspicion with regard to the US policy and, surely, creates
no favorable backdrop for the summit meeting. I am sayingit with
no ambiguity in order to avoid in this regard any uncertainties
or misunderstanding that only one side should exercise restraint
and display a positive attitude. Our relations take shape not in
a vacuum, their general atmosphere is a wholly material concept.
The calmer the atmosphere, the easier it is to solve issues which
are of equal concern to both sides.

The issues have to be solved -~ there is no doubt about it.

And above all this bears on the area of security. You are familiar
with our proposals, they cover all the most important aspects.
At the same time I would like specifically to draw your attention

to the fact that we do not say: all or nothing at all. We are in



favor of moving forward step by step and we outlined certain
possibilities in this regard, particularly, at the negotiations
on nuclear and space arms. ]

We maintained a serious and balanced gpproach to the problem
of ending nuclear tests. One would not want to loose hope that
we shall succeed in finding a practical solution to this issue in
the way that the world expects us to do. It is hardly necessary
to point out the importance of this matter as it is. The solution
thereof carries with it also a great positive political potential.
It is precisely one of the central thoughts contained in the
message of the Delhi Six - countries which called for building
a favorable atmosphere in the relations between the USSR and the
USA and in the international situation as a whole. We took that
also into account, having reacted positively to their agppeal to
our countries not to conduct nuclear tests pending the next Soviet-
American summit meeting.

It was the desire that we work together in the cessation of
nuclear tests and set a good example to all nuclear powers that
motivated my recent proposal for both of us to meet specifically on
this issue at one of the Buropean capitals. Have another look ab
this proposal, Mr.President, in a broad political context. I repeat,
what is meant here is a specific, single-purpose meeting. Such
a meeting, of course, would not be a substitute for the new major
meeting that we agreed upon in Geneva.

I do very serious thinking with regard to the latter, first of
all with a view to making that meeting truly megningful and

substantial, so that it should enable us to move closer to putting

l\"*\
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into practice the fundamental understandings reached in Geneva. As
you know, I have mentioned some of the questions pertaining to the
area of security which are worthwhile working on in preparing for
our meeting. I reaffirm that we are feady to seek here solutions in
a most serious way, which would be mutually acceptable and not det-
rimental to the security of either side. Given the mutual will it wou
be also possible to accertain other possibilities for agreement in th
context of the forthcoming meeting both in the area of space and
nuclear arms and on the issues discussed in other fora. To be sure,
we also have things‘to discuss as far as regional matters are con-
cerned.

I assume that you are also working on all these questions
and in the subsequent correspondence we will be able in a more
specific and substantive way to compare our mutual preliminary
ideas for the purpose of bringing the positions closer together.
Obviously, this joint work, including the preparations for our
meeting, will benefit from the exchanges of views at other levels
and particularly from the forthcoming contacts between our Foreign
Minister and your Secretary of State.

I will be looking forward with interest to hearing from you.
Sincerely,

M. GORBACHEV
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YBaxaemsuiin rocrnonuH [IpesnneHT,

1 monpocun A .® .Hob6bpriHuHa nepenatek Bam nuuHO NMCEMO B pa3BUTHE
Hawero ¢ BamMu o6MeHa MHeHUAMMU.

Xouy ckasaTb, UTO MBI LIEHUM MHOI'OJIETHIOI HeATeNnbHOCTb A .P .JJo6pel-
HUHA Ha ITOCTY COBETCKOI'O Iocyia B BamuHrToHe,, ero sHepruuyHsie yCunus o
HaJllaXMBAaHUI0 B3aUMOIIOHMMAaHUA MeXIy HallMMu HapogamMu. OTOMY , KOHEUHO,
B 3HAUUTEJILHO CTEeNeHM NMOMOoTrajyM Te KOHTAaKThl, KOTOpBIe Yy Hero Oblnu ¢
aAMEepMKaHCKMM PYKOBOACTBOM, B TOM uucie npu Bamel anmMuHncrpauum.
HameeMmcs, 4TC aHaloOr'MUHbIE BO3MOXHOCTU OYOyT y ero nNpeeMHuKa, KaHouoa-
TYypy KOTODPOI'O MBI ceiluac nombupaemM U BCKOPE Ha30BEM .

fl umew B Bumy HanpaBuTh Bam 6onee nmonpotHoe NUCHLMO MO PANY KOHKpET-
HBIX BOIPOCOB, CYWECTBYKUNX B HAIUX OTHOUEHHUSX, B TOM UKUCIIE B pa3BUTHE
TeX coobpaxeHuit, KOTOphle BEICKa3bIBalIUCh MHOK paHee. Celfuac xe xoTes Obl
NMONEeNUThLCHA HEKOTOPBIMU OOMUMU pa3dnyMbAMU, KOTOPble BO3BHUKAKT y MEHA ,
ma, HaBepHoe, U y Bac no nmoBony COCTOSAHUA U MEPCIEKTUB OTHOUEHUN MEX Iy
HawMMu cTpaHaMu. Ilpuyem, nymawno, 3a TOYKY OTCUETA HANO B3ATH HAIy
BCTpeuy B JXeHeBe, roe Mbl COBMECTHO B3fAJIM OlpenesleHHbie 0693aTeNbCTBA .«

Hamu ¢ Bamu oueHku ee, nonaraiw, COBNanalwT: OHa Oblla HYXHOM, NoJje3-
HOM, BHECNa ONpenesyieHHbl I CTabUIM3UPYRILUIA 3JIEMEHT B OTHOMEHUs MeXIy
CCCP u ClIIA, B 06wy o6CTaHOBKY B mupe. EcTecTBeHHO, uTO OHa BhI3Bajna U
Hemalble HalexIbl Ha 6ynyuee.

C MOMeHTa XeHeBCKOI BCTpeuMu nNpouio yxe 6onee yeThIpex MECSALEB.
Y Hac BO3HUKAaeT BOINPOC: NMOUEeMYy ke BCe-TakKu nejia CKJanoblBawTCHA He Tak,
KaK, Kaszalock Obl, BTO OOJI¥HO 6bIIO O6BITL? I'Ie xe peanbHBIR MOBOPOT K JIyu-—
mwemy? Mpl, B COBETCKOM DYKOBOINCTBE , PACLEHUNM XEeHEeBCKY0 BCTPeUy Kak
HeoOXONMMOCTE NMEPEBONUTL NPUHLUUNTUATIBHBIE TIOHUMAHUSA , IOCTUTHYThIE TaMm ,
B KOHKpeTHble NelCTBUS, MMes B BUOY OaTh MMIYJbC HAIMM OTHOWEHUAM, Hapa-
IWMBATHL B HUX [MO3UTUBHYK OMHAMUKY. VIMEHHO Tak MBI M IeiCTBOBalu MOCTe
XKeHnenwr .

Vcxons U3 oToro, Mbl BBIOBUHYJIM WIMPOKYI KOHKPETHYIO NporpamMMy Mep
10 OrPAHMYEHNI0 U COKPAWEHUI0 BOOPYXEHUN , PA30PyXEeHMo .« B mnane HOBBIX
MOOXONOB K MOUCKY B3aMMOIPUEMIIEMBIX DEIlE€HUl DelicTBOBany COBETCKUe mee-
rauuu B XeHeBe, Bene, Ctokronsme.

Kak xe nmefictBoranu CHIA? K coxaneHU0 , IPUXOOUTCS KOHCTATUPOBATE ,
4TO CONMUMXEHUs MOBULNNI, KOTOPOE OTKPBLIBAIO OBl pealnbHY NepClleKTUBY Ha
IOCTUXEHNEe NOTOBOPEHHOCTENM, MoKa He npouzomsyo. He 6yny BxoouTs B meranu,
IaBaTh 3MeCh OUEHKY aMepUKaHCKuX no3uuuit. Ho onun MomMeHT xoTen 6v1 oTMe-
™uTh . CKJlaneIBaeTCA BIEYATIIEHWe , UTO HallM MHUIMATUBEI OUEHb 4aCTO NBITAITCH
MpencTaBUThL KakK NpoTaralny , Kak CTpeMlieHVe BeIMIpaTh B IJlazax obumeCTBEeHHO -
ro MHEHUsI, KaK XeJjlaHUe MMOCTaBUTh IPYrylo CTOPOHY B HeyHoOHOEe MOJIOXEeHue .

Ero IlpeBocxomurenbcTBy

Ponaneny Y .Peiirany,
[Ipesunenty CoenuHEHHBIX
IiTaTroB AMepukn

Benslii nom, BamuHrToH
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Hukakux nonobHeIX pacyeToB y HAac He ObIIO M HeT. Jla u HAallM MHULKATUBBI
Nlerko nNpoBepuTh Ha Oene. Hama uens - norosapuMBaThCsl, PeUATh BOMPOCH ,
kotopsle kacawTtca CCCP, CIIA u no cymwecTBy BCeX APYrUX CTPaH.

Sl cneunanbHO OCTAHOBUIICA Ha 3TOM, YTOOGBI MPABUIILHO , HENPEIB3ATO ,
Mo-OeJIOBOMY OTHOCUIIMCH K HAWMM MPenoXeHUsIM. YBEpPeH, UYTO B TAKOM
criyyae ODorosapuBaTbCsa OyIeT Jerue.

A 4TO NMPOUCXOIUIIO B 3TO BpeMmsl BHe NeperoBopoB? Pasymeercsa, y kax-—
OOro U3 HAC CBOM B3IJIAN Ha MOJNUTUKY OPYroil CTOpoHbl. HO onaTk-Taku, passe
CoBetckuit Coo3 B MeXIOyHapOOHOM IJIaHe , B IBYCTOPOHHUX OTHOIIEHUAX Hellan
YTO-TO, CMNOCOOCTBYKIIEEe HAlHETAHUK HANPAXEHHOCTU UJIU HAMpPaBIIeHHOE B
ymep6b 3akoHHBIM MHTepecaM CIUIA? Mory OOHO3HAUHO CKa3aThb: HET, TAKOIO
He 6BLIIO.

C mpyro# CTOPOHBI MBI CINBIIINUM BCe 6ollee IPOCTHBIe UIUIIIMKY B anpec
CCCP, a Takxe BUOUM HeMallo OelCTBUII, MPAMO HaNpaBJIEHHBIX MMPOTUB HAIMUX
MHTepeCoB, Oa M, CKaxXy OTKPOBEHHO, NPOTUB TOrO, 4TOOLI HAlYU OTHOUIEHUS
CTaHOBMIIUCH 6onee CTabUIbHBIMU U KOHCTPYKTUBHBIMI . OTO yCUNMUBAeT HEIO-
Bepue K nonutuxke CIIA un oTHIOOBE He cosnmaeT 6GrnaronpusaTHOro GoHa OJs BCTpeun
Ha BpICIIEM ypOBHe. ['0Bopw 06 3ToM 6e3 OOMHAKOB C TeM, YTOOBI HEe BO3HUKAJIO
30eChb Hemopa3yMeHUll, HelIPaBUIILHOIO MOHMMaHus , 6YOITO TOJIBKO OOHA CTOPOHA
OON¥HAa MPOSABINATL CHEPXaHHOCTb M MO3UTUBHBIN HacTpoi. Hamy oTHOmeHUsA
CKJIaObIBAWTCS HEe B BakyyMe, u ux obmas armochepa - NMOHATHE BIIOJIHE MaTe-
puanbHoe . UeM OHa CNokoiiHee, TeM Jlerye pemaThb BOMPOCH , B KOTOPBIX 3auMHTE -
pecoBaHel B PaBHO Mepe o6e CTODOHHI.

To, uTo pewarp UX Hamo, - COMHeHult HeT. Y npexne BCero 3TO OTHOCUT-—
ca Kk obnactu GezonacHocTu. Hamm npennoxennsa Bam n3BeCTHbl, OHM OXBaTHIBAOT
BCe BaxHelure HampaBieuua. [lpu Bcem ToOM xouy oco6o obparuthb Bame BHuMAa-
HUE - MBI HE CTAaBUM BOMPOC TakK: BCe Uiy Hudero. Mo 3a TO, 4TOOB OBUraThLCA
mwar 3a mwarom, U olfpenesieHHble BO3MOXHOCTM Ha 3TOT CYeT O060O3HauanMcChb HaMH,
B UAaCTHOCTHU, HA MeperoBopax Mo A0ePHBIM M KOCMUYECKUM BOODYKEHUAM .

Cepbe3HO M B3BEWEHHO MONOUIM MBI K BOIMPOCY O MpeKpaleHUun AOepHbIX
UChpiTanun. He xXoTenocs 6Bl TepPATH HaneXObl, YTO Mbl CMOXEeM NpakTUUeCKU
pellUTL 3TOT BOMPOC Tak, Kak 3TOr0 OT HaC XOyT B Mupe. Bpanm nu crout roeBo-
PUTBH , CKOJIb BaXeH 3TOT BOMpOC caM Mo cebe. Ero pemenne HeceT u 60NbwWON
MO3UTUBHBIN MONMUTUUECKUI MOoTeHuuan. Bens UMeHHO B TOM COCTOUT OOHa U3
LUeHTPAallbHBIX MBICIIER B o6palueHny CTpaH Aenuifckoil "mectepku' , KOTOpbIE
BBICTYIIMIIA 3a CO3IaHue 6aronpusaTHOR arMochepsl B oTHomeHuax mexny CCCP
n CIIA, B MexnyHaponHON o6CTaHOBKe B LeNIOM. MBI yuuTeIBaIu U 9TO, MOJO—
KUTENBHO pearupys Ha UX MPU3BbIB K HAWIMM CTpaHaM He NPOBOOUTH ANEPHDIX
MCMBITAHUI N0 Clieny el COBETCKO-aMePUKaHCKONl BCTPeuM Ha BBICIIEM yPOBHE .

Xenannem obecneunTs B3auMoneiiCTBUe B IOene NpekpauleHus ANepPHBIX
VICTILITAHUM , TONAaTh NOOPBIN NMPUMED BCeM fANEPHBIM HepXaBaM MPOOMKTOBAHO
MOe HellaBHee MpemioxXeHue BCTPeTUThCA ¢ BaMu crneumasnsHO MO 3TOMY BOMPOCY

.\\
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SECRER April 10, 1986
ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR JOHN M. POINDEX ER

FROM: JACK F. MATLOC 1’ ~
SUBJECT: Presidential Leftter to Gorbachev

Attached at Tab I is a memorandum to the President forwarding our
suggested reply to Gorbachev's letter of April 2.

The Department of State concurs in the text.

RECOMMENDATION
That you sign the m~—-—-""ndum to the President at Tab I.
Approve Disapprove
Attachments:
Tab I Memorandum to the President
Tab A Suggested reply to Gorbachev
Tab B Gorbachev letter of April 2
SRAREE

Declassify on: OADR








