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SCENARIOS 

Monday, January 7 

2 . Second Meeting with Gromyko 

DECLASSIFiED 
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By ~ - - NARA, Date / e, 
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2:15 p.m. 

2:20 p.rr. 

2:30 p.m. 

2:35 p.m. 

2:40-5:00 p.m. 

5:15 p.m. 

5:30 p.m. 

SECRETARY SHULTZ'S MEETINGS 
WITH FOREIGN MINISTER GROMYKO 

January 7, 1985 
Geneva 

SCENARIO 

Second Meeting 

Depart Intercontinental Hotel for U.S. 
Mission. 

Arrive at the U.S. Mission (VIP entrance). 
Ambassador Carmen or his designated 
representative greets and escorts Secretary 
to Conference Room 123. 

Greet the Soviet delegation arriving at the 
U.S. Mission (VIP entrance). Secretary or 
mewber of the U.S. delegation greets Mr. 
Gromyko at the VIP entrance and escorts him 
to Conference Room 123. 

Five minute photo opportunity with selected 
pool of media representatives in Conference 
Room 123. 

Second U.S.-Soviet meeting in Conference Room 
123. There will be a large conference table 
in the middle of room with chairs on each 
side. There will be chairs behind each side 
of table for additional seating as required. 
Containers of water will be on the table. 
There will be a coffee bar set up in the 
conference room. A waiting area/lounge will 
be set up in lobby outside Conference Room 
123 for U.S. and Soviet support personnel. 

Guests invited to the U.S.-hosted reception 
will arrive via the VIP entrance and proceed 
to Conference Room 135. 

Secretary and Mr. Gromyko proceed to 
Conference Room 135 for the reception to be 
hosted by the Secretary. There will be a 
5-minute photo opportunity with selected 
media representatives in the reception area. 

C~ffiEN,~~L 
DECLASSIFIED DECL: OA 

Department of State Guidelines, July "1, 19p 
By .C4J NARA, Date fl) tl Z--



6:30 p.rn. 

6:40 p.rn. 

6:45 p.rn. 

Soviet delegation departs the U.S. Mission 
(VIP entrance). 

Secretary and U.S. delegation depart U.S. 
Mission for hotel. 

Arrive Intercontinental Hotel. 

CO~DENTIAL 
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JANUARY 8 NEW YORK TIMES ARTICLE BY ALI:XANDER HAIG HEADED 
"WHAT AMERICA SHOULD DO AFTER THE GENEVA TALKS:" 

(BEGIN TEXT) 
WASHINGTON -- EVEN AS SECRETARY OF ST~TE GEORGE P. c· SHULTZ MEETS IN GENEVA WITH SOVIET FOREIGN MINISTER ANDREI 

A. GROMYKO, WE ARE IN VERY SERIOUS DANGER OF FORGETTING 
r .· WHAT THE WHOLE THING IS ABOUT. 
~ BY NOW WE SHOULD HAVE LEARNED TBAT ARrs CONTROL IS NO 

SU]STITUTE FOR A NATIONAL SECURITY POLICY. NOR IS IT A 
PANACEA FOR EAST-WEST TENSIONS, AS ONCE WAS THOUGHT TO BE 

l THE CASE. WHATEVER HAPPENS IN GENEVA, THE KEY 10 NUCLFAR 

,-· 

STABILITY HAS LESS TO DO WITH ANY NEGOTIATED AGREEMENT THAN 
WITH THE UNITED STATES' DETERMINATION TO MATCH THE RUSSIANS 

l . IN BOTH MILITARY CAPABILITIES AND POLITICAL WILL. 
THE UNITED STATES NEED NOT SEiK ABSOLUTE SYMMETRY IN 

EVERY CATEGORY OF WEAPON, BUT IT SIMPLY CANNOT CONTINUE TO 
~ PERMIT THE SOVIET UNION TO ACHIEVE OVERWHELMING SUPERIORITY 

IN THE MOST DESTABILIZING SYSTEMS. 
THE NUB, THEN, OF TODAY'S PROBLEM IS THE DANGER OF 

~~ DETERRENCE POSED BY THE DESTABILIZING IMBALANCES BETWEEN 
THE SUPERPOWERS' ARSENALS -- SPECIFICALLY THE SOVIET 
CAPABILITY TO DESTROY OUR MOST HARDENED LAND-BASEr MISSILE 

l~ SILOS AND ESSENTIAL COMMAND INSTALLATIONS, A CAPABILITY 
UNMATCHED BY A COMPARABLE AMERICAN FORCE. 

SUCH IMBALANCE WILL NOT BE DISSOLVED BY RHETORICAL 
-- INVOCATIONS THAT WE ARE STRONG ENOUGH TO NEGOTIATE TODAY IN 

A WAY THAT WE WERE NOT IN 1981. PRESIDENT R~AGAN-s 
r~ MILITARY PROGRAMS HAVE DO~E A GREAT DEAL TO IMPROV E OUR 
~~ OVERALL CAPABILITIES, BUT OUR HARD TARGjTS REMAIN AS 

VUL~ERABLE AS BEFORE TO SOVIET BALLISTIC THREATS -- AND IT 
IS SIMPLY NAIVE TO EXPECT THAT THE RUSSIANS WILL 

L- VOLUNTARILY GIVE UP THIS ADVANTAGE. 
NOR CAN WE ASSUME THAT NEGOTIATIONS WILL SUCCEED 

() 

) 

..... 
l .. • 

_) 

J 

J 



UNCLASSIFIED USINFO WASHDC 

BECAUSE WE HAVE POTENTIAL BARGAINING CHIPS IN THE FORM OF 
Q SYSTEMS YET TO BE FULLY RESEARCHED, MUCH LESS DEVELOPED At{!) 

DEPLOYED. THE BARGAINING CHIP PHILOSOPHY OF ARMS CONTROL 
(~ NEGOTIATION IS DEEPLY FLAWED ON TwO VITAL COUNTS. 
~ FIRST, COMMON SENSE AND THE HISTORY OF ARMS CONTROL 

INDICATE THAT THE RUSSIANS WILL NOT YIELD EXISTING 

(
-. ADVANTAGES IN THE FACE OF LESS THAN CREI)IBLE 

0

POTENTIAL" 
WEAPONS SYSTEMS. SECOND, DETERRENCE DEPENDS ULTIMATELY ON 
HARD ASSETS AND REAL CAPABILITIES. TOVAY AS IN 1981, 

(
. DETERRENCE REMAINS THREATENED BY OUR INABILITY TO MATCH THE 
- RUSSIANS' HEAVY BALLISTIC MISSILES -- AND THE CONTROVERSIAL 

MX MISSILE REMAINS THE ONLY REALISTIC NEAR-TERM OPTION TO 
. REDRESS THAT WEAKNESS. 

(· THE BARGAINING CHIP PHILOSOPHY HAS BROUGHT THE WESTERN 

I 

ALLIANCE NOTHING BUT AGONY DURING THE PAST TWO YEARS OF 
TALKS ON INTERMEDIATE-RANGE NUCLEAR FORGES. THE TRUTH OF 

~. THE MATTER IS THAT THE ALLIANCE NEEDS SUCH MODFRN FORCES TO 
COUNTER THE SOVIET UNION'S FORCES -- NOT JUST ITS ss-20's 
BUT OTHER MISSILES AND AIRCRAFT -- AND NO AGREEMENT WITHIN 

( REALISTIC REACH CAN SUBSTITUTE FOR SUCH A EALANCE. 
WHAT ROLE SHOULD THE"STAR WARS" INITIATIVE PLAY IN 

ALL OF THIS? THIS INITIATIVE, POORLY TIMED AND ILL-
( DEFINED, IS STILL IN THE RESEARCH STAGE -- IN OTHER WORDS, 

IT IS ONLY AN EXPLORATORY OPTION. IT DOES HOWEVER --

UNCLAS SECTION ?2 OF ~2 

TOGETHER WITH THE PROSPECT OF DEVELOPING A SMALL MOBILE 
( MISSILE FORCE -- OFFER THE POTENTIAL TO PUT DETERRENCE ON A 

DIFFERENT, LESS OFFENSIVE AND MORE SECURE FOOTING. THE 
OPTION OUGHT TO BE PRESERVED IN THE NEGOTIATIONS IN GENEVA. 

l TO FOREGO SUCH DEFENSIVE MEASURES AT THIS POINT WOULD BE TO 
SACRIFICE A POSSIBLE ALTERNATIVE TO THE CURRENT IMBALANCE. 

WE MUST NOT SACRIFICE THE POTENTIAL OF STRATEGIC 
L NUCLEAR DEFENSE OR, PERHAPS EVEN WORSE, EE TEMPTED TO TRADE 

OUR HARD-WON BALLISTIC CAPABILITY IN EUROPE -- THE PERSHING 
2'S -- TO PRESERVE OTHER AMERICAN OPTIONS. 

( . TO AVOID THESE TRAPS, OUR NEGOTIATORS MUST CLEAR THEIR 
HEADS OF THE SEDUCTIONS OF · "HISTORY:," THE COMFORTS OF 
"INVINCIBLE OPTIMISM" AND THE ~RISPER OF THIS OR THAT 

( . ADVISER. THEY MUST KEEP THEIR EYE ON THE BALL: A MORE 
STABLE DETERRENCE THROUGH REDUCTiciN OF THE IMBALANCE 
BETWEEN SOVIET AND AMERICAN BALLISTIC MISSILES. 

L GIVEN THE IMBALANCE, OUR EXPECTATIONS MUST REMAIN 
MINIMAL. INDEED, WE SHOULD EXPECT LITTLE OR NO SUBSTANTIAL 
PROGRESS IN ARMS CONTROL UNTIL WE MOVE CREDIBLY TO RECTIFY 

~ OUR BALLISTIC DEFICIENCIES THROUGH THE DEPLOYMENT OF BOTH 
THE MX AND THE REST OF THE PERSHING 2 MISSILES PLANNED FOR 
EUROPE. 

THE KEY TO ACHIEVING AN EOUITAELE AGREEMENT LIES NOT 
IN WAtKS IN THE WOODS OR OTHER .NEGOTIATE!) "TRADEOFFS

0 

:BUT 
RATHER IN THE RESUMPTION OF A DETERMINED AMERICAN MARCH TO 

~· COMPARABLE CAPABILITIES. 
(END TEXT) 

(PRECEDING FS MATERIAL NOT FOR PUBLICATION) 
- ~r TEM 

BT 

0822252 JAN 85/01 ') 

1\ .----, 
I 

··' 

i 
·• . ./ 

') 

) 

) 
I 

) 

) 

) 

) 

J 

) 

) 



S/S 8501264 O;J,~ 4;V 
United States Department of State ~ ~ . 

Washington, D. C. 20520 

/ 
CONF£6ENTIAL 

/ 

January 15, 1985 

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. ROBERT C. MCFARLANE 
THE WHITE HOUSE 

SUBJECT: Attendees at President's Meeting with Geneva Delegation 

As discussed with members of your staff, the following will 
attend the President's Wednesday morning meeting for the Geneva 
delegation: 

Principal Members of the Delegation 

Secretary Shultz 
Robert c. McFarlane 
Ambassador Paul H. Nitze 
Ambassador Edward L. Rowny 
Ambassador J~ck F. Matlock 
Ron Lehman 
Richard Burt 
LGEN John T. Chain, Jr. 
Richard Perle 
VADM Arthur Moreau 
Douglas George 

Other Participants in the Geneva Meetings 

Marx Palmer, DE?Uty Assistant Secretary, EUR 
Thomas Graham, General Counsel, ACDA 
Ambassador Sol Polansky, Vice Chairman, US START Delegation 
LTC John Gordon, Deputy Director, PM 
Alexander Vershbow, Deputy Director for Multilateral and 

Security Affairs, EUR/SOV 
Craig Dunkerley, Division Chief for Arms Control and 

Security Policy, EUR/RPM 
Steven Pifer, Special Assistant to Ambassador Nitze 
Louis Sell, Special Assistant to Ambassador Rowny 
Michael Mobbs, OSD 
MGEN Donald Aldridge, JCS 
Dimitri Arensburger, interpreter 
Carolyn Smith, interpreter 

DECL/..S~IF!cu 

· Department of State Guidelineo, Ju~.;7 
By [>I.J NARA, Date ..1. 't) z_ CONFil)E.f!CT IAL 

DECL : 2 /f s"J'84 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

I. 

II. 

III. 

IV. 

v. 

PURPOSE 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

January 15, 1985 

MEETING WITH THE GENEVA DELEGATION 
DATE: January 16, 1985 

LOCATION: Cabinet Room 
TIME: 11:30-11:45 a.rn. 

FROM: ROBERT C. McF ARLAN~✓7 

To express apprec iation to the Delegatic~ members 
for t.he succe ssful outcon1e at Geneva ar.2 the unity 
they displayed there, and to emphasize ~he impor
tance of c onti ~ued unit y a~d discipline. 

i.:,i'.C:i(GROuND 

Despite press speculation on disunity a=ong the 
agencies, our delegation worked togethe~ magnif
icently at Geneva, both in private and ~n their 
public pronouncements. 

PARTICIPAl~TS 

List of participants is at Tab A. 

PRESS PLAN 

Photo opportunity. 

SEQUENCE OF EVENTS 

Secretary Shultz will present each Delesation member 
to you and make a few introductory rema~ks. I 
suggest you then express your appreciation for the 
contributions all me~~ers made to the s ·~ccessful 
outcome at Geneva, and for how we ll the~ worked 
together. Suggested talkers are at Tab B. 

Prepared by: 
Steven E. Stei~er 

Attachr::en ts 
Tab A 
Tc:.t B 

List of Part icipants 
Suggeste d 'T c. l}~in s Poi,1ts 

er· Vice Presicc ~ t 

Jane s Baker 
Mike Deaver 
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-- ~ 
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. ; 

The President 
The Vice President 
Secretary Shultz 
Secretary Weinberger 
Robert C. McFarlane 

Delegation .Members 

List of Participants 

;._"-:'b2ss2c.or :?2ul Ni tze 
_r:_~;::ias s 2 cc r Ee. ,-.-2 rd Rcwr: y 
:·~n~etj ~de l IT a n , Directo~ of ~CDA 
?~chard Bert , ~ssistant Secre ar~ cf State 
~icha~l ~erle , ~~sistant S~cr e t a rj of De£ense 

· ._ C; l: -~ - ... - .-_ · > :· _ ,:' :-. 2 ~~ ~1 , - -. . ... ,.... -
- - - '- - .._...._ - i 

·---~~- ~-=- ~ 
• -· ' - - .. - - ..! - - - - -

~ L', · . • ;. • · • C '- - • ," __, -' : , . 
- .L • 

........ -. . ... . r,.cr_ ~ _:_~ ~ --_. : .. ~. :-_, 
Co~glas Ge orge , CIA 

Agencies' Supporting Staff in Geneva 

r-:.:rk P.:: l:1.:er 
_;:. _ _iexc.:,der Ve rsh bow 
Lcuis Sell 
Steven Pifer 
John Gordon 
Thomas Graham 
Craig Dc::nkerly 
Hichael Mobbs 

NSC Staff 

~o:Je rt Linh a rd 
S'.-en 1: rae1:1er 
Steven Steiner 



.. 
.... 



-··· TALKING POINTS -
Asked for meeting so I could personally thank each of you 

for magnificent job in Geneva. I know each of you 

contributed to successful outcome of meetings. And I 

appreciate unity you showed in public pronouncements. 

By staying the course, we brought Sov iets back to negotiat -

ir:c; t2b le. 

:::..c 

us have 2ny illusions tr,.:c.t they \•.'l..:.. 1. .._,c easy. 

stay firm at tabl e with Soviets anc continue ou r disci-

continue to pursue our brc a der 20en~a with t he Soviets, 

pressi~g for progr~ss in regio~~l , ~u~aG rights and 

bilateral i ssue s. 

You all bring :?a~-ticul2r e:-:p2rtise to this p r o'.:ess , and 

~our perspectives ~ay ~~fier . I ~ternal l y , this c~nt ri-

bu tes to bette r de cisio~s. But unity and discipline in 

o ur public pronouncements is vital, as yo u showed in 

C:er-.eva. 

,.r .- =· ...- tc 



220 (Add On) 
:\1E:\10RANDU:\1 

~ATIO NA L SE CUR I TY cou::--;-c r L 

ACTION 

January 14, 1985 

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C. McFARLANE 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

STEVEN E. STEINER ~~~ 

Presidential Meeting with Geneva Delegation, 
January 16, 11:30 a.m. 

At Tab I for your signature is a memo to the President brief
ing him on the meeting with the Geneva Delegation , scheduled 
for the Cabinet Room on Wednesday, January 16, 11:30 to 11 : 45 
a .m • • 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the me7· at Tab I . to the President. 

Approve_____ Disapprove ____ _ 

[
Jack Matlock, Bob Linhard, Bill Martin, Bob Sims and Sven 

~'t ~ Kraemer concur. 
/ 

Attachments 

Tab I Memo to the President 
Tab A List of Participants 
Tab B Suggested Talking Points 
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FOR: 

FROM: 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

January 15, 1985 

RON LEHMAN 
cJ.Aci.iili.±to~ 

BOB LINHARD 
STEVE STEINER 

KARNA SMALL 

FYI -- In case you missed it -- this 
Wall Street Journal editorial and 
article about Gromyko are quite 
interesting -- and can help us 
make our case on SDI. 
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Gromyko vs. Gromyko 
You have to say this about last Forced to choose, we'd say Mr.· 

week's .summit in .Geneva: It has · Gromyko had it right in 1963. MAD is 
made Soviet objectives in the forth- .· bad, .and strategic . defense is a step 
coming arms talks crystal clear. The away 'from-MAD; it will help, not hin
Soviets want to kill off America's der, arms control. The White House 
plans to research and build Star Wars .ought to be passing out free .copies of 
defenses against Soviet nuclear mis- • .the Gromyko speeches, for they argue 
siles. They are interested in other eloquently that even imperfect Star 
goals, such as limiting the -0ffensive :.wars defenses would make the world 
weapons that actually kill people, only • much safer, and arms :control more 
insofar as they further this supreme :_ likely. 
objective. · · But the broader lesson is that the 
· Indeed, the virulence of Soviet ob- Soviets are not much interested in set

jections to an American ' defense has . ting up any such framework. The-So
convinced such eminentoes as Henry viets are interested in sayin_g anything 
Kissin_ger, Charles Krauthammer, and that will help kill whatever system 
Zbigniew Brzezinski that Star Wars, will help the U.S. the most. Mr. Gro
far from 'being a·hopeless boondoggle, ...,. myko's 1960s arguments for strategic 
must ' have .serious -merit; else 'Why ' defense, for example, were abandoned 
would the ·Soviets object? · in 1969, when it became clear that the 

As a nearby excerpt from two of ' U.S .. might actually begin to build one, 
Mr. Gromyko's past speeches shows, beginning with Richard Nixon's Safe
however, the Soviets have not always . guard ABM system. 
taken the view that strategic defense · , · What truly mystifies, however, -is 
is a supreme threat to world peace . . not so much this Soviet behavior, but 
Indeed, in two U.N. addresses during · 'the fact that Soviet negotiators can 
the Kennedy ;administration, Mr. Gr07: , :shi_ft course so radically without being 

. myko argued.,; thaC allowing ·a defen- :· :-laughed out of the room. What would 
sive "cover". could _be:'the _key to sue- . ·:our journalists say, by contrast, if one 
cessful .agreements -'.(on -Offensive> ofour own presidents so brazenly con-
weapons, providing a cushion against tradicted himself? . ·--
the possibility :of ·cheating · by . either · Well, when Mr. · Reagan ·merely 

· side and leading the world away from mused recently that he might yield to · 
the Mutual Assured Destruction doc- . an overwhelming congressional con
trine Which, in a crisis, pushes both . sensus to trim Social Security; every 
sides -to contemplate a first strike. TV editor in the country went scur- · 

Today, Mr. Gromyko argUes that rying to the film banks for a clip -of 
defensive weapons, .many of which :his Louisville, . ·Ky., . promise to 
will be stationed in space, constitute a . "never" consider such a .cut. . Such 
major .stumbling .block to arms con- ' changes in policy are considered fair 
. trol, threatening a U.S. first , strike ·. _game · when they are made ·. by ·an 
and "destabilizing" the balance ofter- . American · politician, and rightly .so. 

-· . ror, ·indeed, initiating a new "arms But will the same standard ever be i 
race in space." applied ~o .Soviet foreign . ministers? J 

... ; •' 

.-·, :: .. ·.-:. 

~-' :~--:. -~ '·· 
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i • The remarks below are exc-erptedfrfJrh . ' 'But :to base the policy 'of states on a · .tries. This program will be carried out 

I a speech b.11 Andrei Gromyko to the United '.feeling of lliliversal fear -would be tanta· . sooner ·if fewer people are victims of the . 
- · -· Nations General Assembly, Sept..21, ~962. .' mount to keeping the world ·in a permanent notion that the arms race and war are 

A related editorial appears today . . · ; ' ,state -of feverish tension and eve-of-war inevitable. 
Policy-making officials -in the ;United · ·.:-hysteria. In __such an atmosphere, ·each At the last session of the General As-

.States ... and other Western -countries ;. :-·'.state would fear that the 0:other side would sembly, the Soviet government submitted 
·. can .. often be heard saying ·that tpe. best ·::. , ,lose its nerve and fire the first shot. This a draft treaty calling for a general and 

• guarantee against a·,new war is the "bill- would be exactly like a duel of olden times complete disarmament of nuclear 
ance -of fear." Means of destruction and .when the opponents raised their pistols, weapons. (But) suppose, the Western 
annihilation have become so powerful/ ar- aimed at each other's foreheads, and powers said, if in the process of disarma
·gue the proponents of this view, ·that no waited for the other's shot. ment and before all weapons are elimi
state will run the risk of starting·a nuclear There is only one reliable way of pre- nated, ·someone goes and mounts an ag
war, since it will inevitably sustain a retal· .- venting a new. world war from breaking gression. Might it not be better to pre-
iatory nuclear blow .... And therefore, we out; and that is to destroy the material ap- serve a certain number of nuclear -rockets 
are told, the higher the mountains of.arms paratus of war . .General and complete dis- to deal with such an eventuality? 
that are piled up, and the more destructive armament-suchjs the program of action The proposals which · the Western 
and murderous those arms .'become, the which is ·now being . advocated. by no less powers brought with them to Geneva were 

·· better it will be. · ·' than three-quarters of the world's coun- stuffed with -all sorts of things, but the 

. •. 

'. ;··. ~ .. , .. 

-.- .. ·, ·.· 
, _ .. ··.: - ·· 

main'thing was lacking-the willingness to 

;:1{.;0:1 Ii~~~!~~~~§1i1~~ 
·;· -~ ... -~:.-. :~:/ 

··•. : "". · • 

· The head of the Soviet government, Nikita 
Sergeyevich Khrushchev, stated in 1960 

' from this rostrum that the Soviet Union 
was ready to accept any proposals of the 
Western powers on. control if the Western 

. powers, for their part, would accept the · 
· · Soviet proposals on .general and complete · 

disarmament For two years now we have : · 
been waiting -for a reply. _ 1 

Taking into .account the position of the-
. .Western powers ,- Jhe Soviet. government 

agrees that . . . during the first stage of 
disarmament, .of nuclear-weapon delivery 
vehicles an exception should be made for a 
. . . limited and agreed to number of . . . 
antimissile missiles and antiaircraft mis- i 

I, siles of the «ground-air" type. . . . Means U 
of defense would thus be retained . . . . to 
guard against the -eventuality, tO which 
Western leaders have expressed anxiety, 
of someone .deciding to :violate the treaty 

. and conceal missiles -or combat aircraft . 
. · . With the Soviet Union and the United 

... States · retaining a limited number of 
-rockets, the problem of confidence in the 
:process of disarmament will turn out to be 

.-,-·. ! solved even under the most mistrustful ap' 
· · proach on the part of skeptics in the West 
'_;: ,Who reath the :height of invention just to 

. ..erect barriers in the way of disarma
· f ment. 

The Soviet Union is making correspond
: ing amendments to its draft treaty on gen-
: era! and complete disarmament, which it [ 

. . ·: is submitting for the consideration of the [ 
· ·. j ~eneral Assem~ly of the United Nations at t 

· 1 its present sess10n . 
. / 

·. ~l . 

-~: 
.. _ . . _., 1-• ..• , 
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DC IIOUilfO gwa IQ.I-~ .,PIIOPJ Jt, 1915 --- -~~~~~ 

:i:. ~of :!;~:n~o~~ -:½1~~-rlr.:::::-.:--a-±·_; 
and 90 ahead with the deployaent of c,rulH •l_!~ll_N th~• ~~~ , 
■prinq. (John Palmer) _ j - I --~ , _ '. . i t ---c I • 

!QHR! IICFMLNIE urrDVlDIED ft: IIIM'U!l!IUL -l ! -. \ ·_E:;~ \ ''. 
Q. lft,at aapecta of the Genna ~oor4 were of _,.t concern t~1.3:.-... I . ; 
our al·llea? - . , - \ _ · · -\-~ !!.; 1, l 
A. _I think they receiYed -the outcoae ·from on•a ·vi th i -~ ~f-· ·, -, 
C)ratif lcation and a lot of auppo,;t. 'ftl8Y rec~ize that it•• :--~:_::~ ·l 
first atep. arid lt•• 9olng to b9 a lODCJ ,:oad. - \t think '. aa veirr::=- \' 
-into these tblnCJ• there ls cona1.4erable ■olid•r!ty and 'auppo -:.::::: ::.:· . \ 

- from the .allies. I think ve vlll ■uatain tbia _ 1n the comlDCJ ~=--: 
months. · · - · · ::==-· . , , 

1, :- ·-=~::---.~ l, 

Q. _ The Belgians have been a little basltant on ; ■1••1le - --~ ;;;:-: 
deployment. ,Wil 1 Belgian vi 111ngn••• to 4epl~·• tbo••. ·weapon• -•~±.-it · 
serve as some kind of • lltau• tnt for IIATO solidarity? _ -- ·.,-==== · · 

. ... . · ~ . . .. : ... ~i.a rr ;;;,;, · . · 

. .. :-.- . .- -': -·:.~ ~::>i;;·::~·-:.•. . '. .. . . --.: -,---- -· 
A. _ Wel 1. l believe that all of tbe five -ba■incJ countries - -e __:_;;:=.- .: 

.. . ·. · ·. - .acknowledge .the importanee -of keeping :to: ~• achedule for --=r-
-qivlng ua th• incentive■ that we need 1D Geneva for the arq __ ---:-=-:=· · 
control talk• to aucceed. l thilllk our record in the past yeu ---·-=.::.: 
ln being able to 90 ahead with d•plOJll ■at baa been an important ~--
factor in engaging the Soviet Union once 11e>re. I' ■ sure that~.,;;;;.;.. 

... _ ... . 

appreciated by the Belgian goverq■•t. ·_·_:.::~--= _ 
- . ; ::.:..~-

Q. _- Are the ■l ■al lea worth the change-ovet in fJOVerwnt th._t -~:=:. : 
they might focce7 . _:_.:~-

:~~;. 

A-. . W.11. 1 believe that all of - the f1ve -ba•ift9 ~ountri•• ~-~ 
acknowledge the i~portanc• of ~eeping to tb8 ach-4ule for . __ _ 
9ivlnq us the _ incent·ivea that we need 1D 0.0.Va for the aria■ · ·--::=~ 
control _ talk• to aucceed. · .I thl~ our · record in\ the pa■t year 1-~-

- in being ~bl• to qo a_head vl th deployment baa ~n an 1111p0rtantt..;::=::::...:
factor in engaginCJ the Soviet Union one• aore. ~ •• aur• that•~--=: ~_-
appreclated by ·the Belgian gover~t. , \ , ---- -:-:-:·=:: 

. - . l -:~~-
Q. Are the misalles vorth tha, change-over in CJ~•rmnent that -~=:.-
they might f orca7 - . , · ~5~-

_:~~-

\ 
• I 

A. Wel 1. I believe 1 t • a out of piac• for ua to a_peculate on -1 - ~~ -\ 
that po•• ibi 11 ty. 1 think the qoverwnt• in nel:9bboring · -;:-=--~~~- ;\ 
count.r ie5- who have ■uatalned the 4,eplOJIDellte::.:bawa---eoae avay --~~--- -' 
stronge-&" and their opponent& weak•r._ _ _ _ ·:=- 'j-~ -·-- · _ :=:: 

- . ~ - ~-.. ?- ·- -,·;~;~~ . 
- • ~ :;=:=.;::..=. : . ~--_ 



. - . - -·· ··- . 

.. 

Q. Will 1M go ahead vl_th_ plu. to t"t ~hla weaponry in Na~eb::.= 

A. Yea. ve vi 11 . · Bear l t ln -1114 tlaat the 8ovieta have h-0 
their atrat99lc deferiae progr.- for IIUlY• aany yeara an4 no,;, __ 
they are au44enly aaying that'1t•• tlae to ban the U8 progrfll 
which 1• only beginning. It ia like saying vbat•• 11.ovi.et iti 
Soviet and what's us i.a negotiable. · 

Q. A final note. Yeaturday. : ve had aecr9tary .. inberc.i-r 
saying on• . thing on one n~k an4 aearetary abulta aayi~ · 
aJ\Otber thing on another netw»rk • . At what pc,int does it bjaoae 
neceaaary fo~ ~~• P~~ldent tk, -alear up a l~g dispute vit~in :=: 

.hi• _ adminl•~rat_lon?}'..\ -· . • · :.: '/ : _ -,: · ,( _. . . .. _._ · . ~ 

A. Bryant.- ·1 ·realJy-~on't ~lak that there jia a diaputa. ,;! . . ·_ 
believe -that the po■ltlon 1'ht.oh _la cc ■ivD tc! both·8eer~t•~i•· _ . •·if · 

-1• thla: The Pre■ident an4 •11 of ·.us acknovledge that ·it ia . . ; - ·· ;/j; 
important. indeed vital. that we do diacuaa :how defensive : · : ' 
ayatema can be int9CJratecS by! both aidn in • way that is \tabl.- ;, ; 
over time. And th.at requir• a conalc!erable amount of . . ·1: 
dl•cuaaion which •lnclud" ~•t klnd. of apt ... will incr•.t•e -· / 
atabi 11 ty ln th• nuclear balance and vbat k~nd of pace. -Ind · , , 
there la no 4iaagreement on. _that. - I . ·; 

-~ .- Tvo French milltaJ.y obeener■ ve~e killed tbla '. . 
morning in Beirut vhMi tbelt cu_ a- undeE flre. Off ia!ala . 

· are not eur• if tbe 111'.''n vet• tu .target or ia~aply got in.the 
way of r iv&l militias. . (John PalMr) . · . 

~I-~~_-:US , RE~TION~ - The ~l.ni•tration baa reportedly dfCided 
to ••11 IIIOdern anti-au.bmarlin• varfar• equi.pment. to China.; The 
agreement 1• expected to btt announced later th_ia month When an· 
•••1•t_ant •tH:retary of · the llavy vleit• China. (John Pal'9r) 

There could be fw better llluatratlona of the 111;1prov~ that, 
baa taken place. in .the r•latlou betwen_ China and the -a~ • .. Thf; 
Chairman of the Jolnt Chief• of Staff has arrived for a vlait 
tn China .a• guest- of thegovnzaent. Chineae _a111tary j===--= 
~leqatlons have _..n vi•l~'l.Dg ~ ua. and there are plpi-:-for 

--. - - ·- - - ·~ . -- -~ · 
. -.· · -- . ·- -

-·--·· ·- ·· 

'I 
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ua naval ahlpa to call at Chl.liee P>rt•• · ..,..~•1 YN9~-:= 
in a apHCb at a banquet 1D blt11 lllrmor1 Conti~ denl --~-
of friendly relation• between aim' two uaed fora•• l• ·11:a tbe . .. ..:~~~ 
interest• :of our two countrlea iaDI la IMlnefi.ol to peace a-,J ~~
atablllty ,in thl■ r.«jlOll an4 tbroogllo-a t:be wo 14. (Leonu4'f..:··"~~-
Pratt) · · - · . . "' · ;- ,. l ·-~• -; 
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