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~OENTIAL 
THE WHITE HOUSE 

WA$HINGTON 

August 30, 1984 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE HONORABLE CASPAR W. WEINBERGER 
The Secretary of Defense 

SUBJECT: 

THE HONORABLE WILLIAM J. CASEY 
Director of Central Intelligence 

President's Annual Report on U.S. and Soviet 
Forces (U) 

For several years, the Secretary of Defense and the Director of 
Central ·Intelligence have prepared an annual illustrated report 
on U.S. and Soviet weaponry. OSD/Net Assessment was given the 
overall responsibility for this project. (U) 

Since that time, this report has been prepared, and it is a 
thorough, well executed document providing the President with 
comparisons of U.S. and Soviet weapons. Preparation of the 
report absorbs the time of many specialized talents at Defense 
and the CIA. (U) 

While the document has been useful, we have also found that we 
normally and steadily receive information in other documents that 
duplicates the contents of this report. In particular, when 
decisions are required, special reports are prepared giving the 
relevant force comparisons in more detail than a general document 
like the President's report can reasonably be expected to 
provide. (C) 

In the interest of freeing up the talent and resources utilized 
in the preparation of this report, we have therefore determined 
that it need no longer be prepared for us. (U) 

FOR THE PRESIDENT: 

OADR 
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SYSTEM II 90760 

SUPER SENSITIVE 84 1 9027 

THE SECRETARY OF STATE 

WASHINGTON 

July 3, 1 984 

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE PRESIDENT 

From: George P. Shultz¢ 

Subject: Breakfast Meeting with Ambassador Dobrynin 
0 

Following a relaxed breakfast, I gave Dobrynin your 
letter, and elaborated on its contents by running through the 
agreed talking points (attached). Dobrynin read your letter 
carefully and promised to deliver it to Chairman Chernenko 
tomorrow. 

w -
ra 
fl) 

s 
0 w 

Dobrynin professed not to grasp how we intended to proceefi 
with the September meetings in practical terms. The Soviets, 
he said, had raised one issue (the demilitarization of space), 
and we had raised another (resuming negotiations on offensive 
nuclear systems) which they regarded as unacceptable. Did we, 
he asked, plan to simply register our views on such matters as 
START and INF, and then proceed to address arms control in 
outer space? Or did we intend to continue to refer back to the 
issues on our agenda? In his quest for clarification, he 
claimed the negotiators needed a precise understanding of the 
agenda; that the delegations could not be left simply to talk 
about "the cosmos;" and that without clarity regarding the 
scope of the talks further misunderstandings could burden our 
relationship. 

In response I emphasized that we were prepared to meet in 
September without preconditions. I said that we are ready to 
discuss the issues the Soviets have raised, but that we have 
issues of our own to discuss as well. I noted that they say 
they wish to talk about "the demilitarization of space." We 
have our own definition of what that means, and intend to 
relate our presentation to that definition. They did not have 
to agree to discuss the issues we were raising in order for us 
to show up. 

I noted that, in every negotiation there is a preliminary 
sorting out of issues. As the conference proceeds, and as a 
variety of subjects are discussed, some ideas may appear 
susceptible to negotiations. Others will not be. On the 
subject of verification, for example, we have doubts that some 
arms control proposals in outer space are verifiable. The 
Soviets may have a different view. We are ready to listen and 

DECL : OADR 
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perhaps we can learn something. We have an open mind. We 
think there are some possibilities for negotiating approaches 
to ASAT limitations. Perhaps others can be identified. 

While Dobrynin did not indicate acceptance of this 
concept, I believe he understands our intentions more clearly. 
Obviously the Soviets would prefer to restrict the talks to 
their agenda, but he could not deny the logic of our position 
that since weapons in space affect nuclear deterrence, 
limitations of arms in outer space and limits on offensive and 
defensive nuclear systems are conceptually connected. 

I urged Dobrynin to push the discussion of this subject 
back into diplomatic channels. I noted that the USSR had made 
a proposal and publicized it. We consequently publicized our 
response after notifying the Embassy. Now, I said, you are 
writing confidentially to Chernenko to confirm that we accept 
the Soviet proposal without preconditions. But we want them to 
know that there are some additional things which we expect to 
discuss. This is not in the nature of a precondition, but 
rather a statement of our intent. 

I emphasized that since our systems are different, and 
that won't change, we think it is important to take steps to 
stabilize our relationship. We consequently have laid out a 
broad agenda of "smaller" and large issues, - arms control 
proposals, regional issues, bilateral matters, concerns about 
human rights. Now, I said, the Soviet government has made a 
proposal. We believe we need to look at that proposal in a 
broader context to get something moving. We are prepared to 
discuss that either in September or following our elections, if 
the Soviets prefer. The timing is a matter of indifference to 
us, since we surely need no help from them in the elections. I 
underscored the fact that our purpose was merely to push our 
relationship in a constructive direction. 

Dobrynin asked whether we conceived of the September 
conference as directed toward merely sorting out issues or 
conducting negotiations. I said we could envisage a variety of 
possibilities. When our delegations showed up in Vienna in 
September, led by broad gauged negotiators. they could take one 
of several approaches. They would, I presumed, examine the 
broad subjects that each government had raised with an eye 
identifying those subjects susceptible to early negotiation. 
As subjects were identified, they could either negotiate them 
seriatim, divert those issues to special negotiators while 
continuing themselves to address the broad issues at the main 
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table, or confine themselves to the task of isolating 
negotiable issues, while leaving actual negotiations until 
later. I told Dobrynin that we envisaged further private 
discussions -- at the Assistant Secretary level -- to work out 
the modalities for the September conference. 

Dobrynin was noncommital, but he indicated that we could 
expect an official response from the Soviet government. He 
indicated that at this stage he could not say that the Soviets 
accept our acceptance, reiterated some distaste for a loose 
agenda, and implied that further clarification will be sought. 

While Dobrynin did not tip his hand, I feel we have framed 
a response that his government will find difficult to handle. 
Eventually I suspect they may be forced to take yes for an 
answer. 
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I think that you gathered last night a first-hand sense of 
the President's seriousness about getting substantive arms 
control talks moving forward. 

He carefully studied Mr. Chernenko's last letter and has 
prepared this letter today in reply. It does not try to 
address all of the issues between us, but concentrates on a 
problem Mr. Chernenko focused on -- what he called the 
"militarization of outer space.• 

The President confirms what we indicated to your Embassy 
last Friday night. We accept your proposal of earlier that 
day to meet September 18 in Vienna. 

As we have indicated in our statement on Friday, th~ 
militarization of space began when the first ballistic 
missiles were tested and when such missiles and other 
weapons systems using outer space began to be deployed. 

We have noted what you wish to discuss in Vienna. We will 
be prepared to address those issues. We have identified 
issues we plan to raise as well. 

As the President notes in his letter, we anticipate that we 
will come to Vienna with constructive suggestions both on 
the question of resuming negotiations on offensive nuclear 
systems and on negotiating approaches to ASAT limitations. 

I wish to make one point very clear: contrary to initial 
press commentary, we have set no preconditions for these 
talks in September. 

The U.S. and the Soviet Union need not agree to any common 
agenda on those talks. The U.S. is prepared to meet at the 
time and place the Soviet Union has proposed, and to address 
all the issues the Soviet Union has raised, in addition to 
which, the U.S. side will raise other issues. 

The U.S. believes that it is important to consult privately 
on more detailed preparations and groundwork for this 
meeting in order to ensure that it is fruitful. 

As the President has indicated, we see this meeting as a 
valuable opportunity for businesslike and constructive 
exchanges through which we might work out mutually 
acceptable approaches to arms control negotiations. We are 
serious about taking advantage of this opportunity to make 
progress. 

l I-A-



Thus, we are prepared to refrain from any further public 
comment on these discussions if you will do the same. Our 
preference is to pursue this question quietly through 
private diplomatic channels. 

I would further note that on several recent occasions, the 
Soviet government has stated that the upcoming U.S. 
Presidential election has no bearing on its policies in this 
regard. I can confirm to you · the same holds true for us. 
As the President's letter indicates, if the Soviet side 
wishes to hold these talks after the election in late 
November or December as opposed to September, that is 
acceptable to us as well • 

. I hope that in your consultations in Moscow, you will 
personally underscore the seriousness and positive manner in 
which we are seeking to handle your proposal. 

I 
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REFS 
B. 
c. 

-
A. t.1oscow A3AS 

MOSCOW ~;>.49 
LO~OON~ tU358 ~_.,.,..,. ,,, ,,,,..~~ 

S'tCRET - ENTIRE TEXT. . ' - . 

Z. SU~MARY: _IN A TOUGH SERIES OF ~EETINGS WITH BRIIT!SH 
FOREIGH SfCRfTARY HO~E, CHER~fNKO ANO GqO~YKO REACTED 
WITH S~EPTICISM AND HOSTILITY TO APPEALS THAT ~oscow 
TEST THE SINCERITY Of THE ~EST~S DESIRE· FOR BETTER EAST: 
WEST RELATIO~S. GROMYKO TURNED ASIDE HJ~EiS ASSURANCE 
THAT THE U.S. HAS SET NO PRECONDITIO~S FOR SP~CE AR~S . 
TALKS, INSISTING THAT WASHINGTON HAS NO SERIOUS INTEREST 
IN ~EGOTIATIO~S. GRO~YKO STUCK TO TOUGH, If NO~ SHQ?wORN, 
ANTI-u.s. RHFTORIC AND SHOWED NO SIGN ,F FL~XIBILITYON 
AR~S CONTROL, EAST-WEST, OR REGIONAL ISSUES. ~E DID NOT 
RESPOND TO HOWE'S RAISING SPECIFIC HU~A~ RIGHTS CASES, 
POL~ND, AND iFGHANISTA~. HE CRITICIZED THE REVITALlZATyoN 
OF THE WEST EUROPEAN UNION FOR FUELlNG F~G REVANCHIS~ AND 
LEADING TO~ARD GER~A ~ ACCESS TO ~UCLEA~ rlfAPONS. BOTH 
CHERNE "JI< 0 A "JD GROMYKO DE~ A t-1 DE D WI PfD RA NA L OF US LR INF 
MISSILES FROM EUROPE BEFORE RESU~PTION OF NUCLEAR AR~S ' 
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----------·-----·------------------------------------------------------------· 
NEGOTIATIONS~ CHERNENKO SEE~ED TO HAVE LESS TROUBLE _ 
BREATHING THAN DURING HIS FEBRUARY "1EET1NG WITH THATCHER, 
BUT LOOKED P~LE, SPOKE POORLY AND ~ITHJUT CONFIDENCE, iND 
GENERALLY GAVE AN U~CONVINCING PERFOR~ANCE. 
END SU"1..,ARU 

3. THE BRITISH EMBASSY IS CHARACTERIZING THE HOwE VISJT 
AS UNREMARKABLE E~CEPT FOR THE EXCHANGES WIT~ CHERNENKO 
AND .GRO~YKO 0~ THE ISSUE OF SPACE AR~S TALKS. THE 
BRITISH FELT THAT THE SOVIETS wERE ATTE~PTING TO USE 
HO~E AS A CONDUIT TO THE UNITED STATES TO CO~VEY A SENSE 
OF FRUSTRATION AND A~GER ON THE PART Of : THE . SOVIET 
LEADERSHIP I~ DfALlNG ~ITH THE REAGAN AO~INISTRATIO~. 
THE BRITISH RFLIEVE THAT BY HEWING TO A HARD LINE THE 
SOVIETS HAVE MISSED AN OPPORTUNJTV TD ~AKE SOME FORWARD 
MOVE1AE\JT IN EAST•~EST AND BILATERAL' AF:F~IRS. AS A 
RES ULT, THE BRITISH BfLJEVE THERE IS LITTLE LIKELIHOOD _ 
OF PROGRESS OVER THE NEXT YEAR • 
• 
~QNG ~EETINGS_WITH GRO~YKO, CHERNENKOJ GQRBACHEV CALL 

----------------------~------------------------------•wn POSSIBLf~ 

----------·---
~. BRITISH FOREIGN SECRETARY HO~E'S TNO•DAY . WORKING _ 
VISIT TO MOSCQW••THE FIRST .BY A eqITJS~ FOREIG~ SEC~ETARY 
IN THAT CAPACTTY SINCE 1q77••WAS MAR~E) BY TWO MEETINGS 
WITH G~O~YKQ WHICH TOTALED FIVE HOJRS A~D AN EIGHTY 
MINUTE SESSION WITH CHERNENKO. THE BRITISH HAD SOUGHT 
TO ARRANGE A ~ALL ON GORBACHEV PEGGED TO A PARLlA~E~TA~V 
INVITATION TO GORBACHEV TO VISIT THE U.~. IN HIS CAPACITY 
•s CHAIR~AN Of THE FOREIGN AFFAIRS co~~ITTEf OF THE COVN• 
CIL OF THE . UNION. THE SOVIETS WAITED J~TIL AFTER HOWE•s 
ARRIVAL BEFORF. RESPONDING THAT SUCH A CALL WAS •NOT 
f"OSSIBLE." . . . -

5. THE BRlTISH HAVE EXPRESSED DISAPPOINTMENT THAT THEIR 
AMBASSADOR'S JULY 3 LUNCHEON FOR HO~E NAS POORLY ATTENOfO, 
DRAwtNG ONLY s~ALL FRY INCLUDING ACADE~V OF SCIENCES VTCE 
PRESIDENT VEL!KHOV, IEMSS DIRECTOR BQGj~OLOV, AND USA 
INSTITUTE DEPUTY DIRECTOR ZHURKIN. 

-------5,e£r 
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G~O~YKO DISCUSSIONS: EAST-~EST AND AR~$ CONTROL ISSUE$ 

-~----------------------·------------------------------b. HOWE'S FIRST SESSION WITH GRO~Y~O 0~ THE ~ORNING OF 
. , 

JULY 2 ~AS DEVOTED TO EAST-WEST AND AR~S CONTROL ISSUES. 
~O~E STRfSSED _IN HIS OPE~ING REMARKS THAT HE WANTED TO 
CO~VEY A MESSAGf OF ~ASHINGTON'S SINCE~ITY IN ITS 
[~PRESSED OESiRE FOR BETTER RELATIONS ~ITH THE SOVIET 

EXDIS 
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UNIO~ AND SEEKING SECURITY AT THE LO~EST LEVEL OF 
AR\1A'-1ENTS. tff ALSO STRESSED THE CD"JSISTENCY OF PREVIOl)S 
BRITISH ~ESSAGES TO THE SOVIET UNION TMAT, BY VJ?TUE OF 
MEETINGS WITH SHULTZ AND REAGAN, THE J.K. IS CO~VI~CEn 
OF THE u.s.•s SINCERITY IN SEEKING A DIALOGUE. HO~E 
URGED GRO~VKO TO TEST ~ESTERN SINCERITY AND STRESSE~ THAT 
THE LONGER START AND I~F ARE LEFT JNRESOLVED, THE ~ORE 
DIFFICULT IT ~ILL BF TO ARRIVE AT A SDLUTID~. • . . . 
7. GRO~YKO'S RESPONSE WAS CHARACTERIZEO BY THE BRITISH 
AS A N E 1 G HT Y M I N UT f A~, T I • U S '-10 NOL O GUE • GR O "-1 V K D ST RE S Sf r, 
THAT THE u.s~ CA~NOT BE TRUSTED AND THAT THERE IS A GAP 
BET~EEN ~ORDS AND DEEDS. HE ASSERTED T~AT THE SOVIET 
LEADERSHIP KNE~ FROM THE FIRST DAV OF THE REAGAN 
AD~INISTRATJON THAT JT ~OULD BE I~P~SSIBLE TO DO BUSINESS 
WITH JT, AND ~OTED THAT NATO AND T~E U.S. HAD ~EPEATEDLV 
BLOCKED SOVIET PROPOSALS. HE ~A!NTAINED THAT THE 
AD~INJSTRATION'S REAL APPROACH TOWARD EAST•WEST RELATIONS 
WAS REFLECTED IN TME PRESIDENTis wEST~INSTER "CRUSADE" 
~PEECH RATHER TH~~J HIS JANUARY lb ~DDRESS. . , ~ , 
8.· GROMYKO CONCLUDED HIS LECTURf BY CRITICIZI~G THE U.S. 
RESPONSE TO THE SOVIET SPACE AR~S PRO~JSAL AS SHO~ING 
THAT THE u.s~ IS NOT SERIOUS IN ENGAGI~G THE SOVIET UNTO~ 

~ 

• 
• 



C 

C 

( 

C 

C 

C 

C • 

C 

( 

f 

STATE 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------· ,, 
8tJ 4SQ12Q6 S50 PAGE> 005 NC 45q12Q6 
___ . , TOR: 05180\Z JVL 84 . •• I 
----------------------·------------------------------------------------------
IN TALKS ON SPACE. HOWE TOLD GROMYKO THAT THE SOVIET _ 
REACTION WAS "FRANKLY SURPRISING." ~oscow HAD ASKED FOR 
A RAPID RESPONSE, GOT IT, AND IS NOW CO~PLAINING THAT 
THE RESPONSf _WAS TOO HASTY. HOWE OENitD THAT THE U.S. 
RESPONSE ESTABLISHED ANY PRECONDITIONS TO TALKS AND 
URGED THAT THF SOVIETS USE DIPLO~ATIC CHANNELS TO CONTINUE 
~OUNDINGS. 
• 
COt,_~U~AN RIGHTS lSSVES 

----------------------·· ~~ HO~E FOLLOWED UP . THE DISCUSSIO~ 0~ SPACE . BY TOUCHING 
ON A NU~Bf.R Of MULTILATERAL AR~$ CO~TRJL QUESTIONS. HE 
URGED THE SOVIETS TO CONSIDER SERiaUSLV WESTERN 
INITIATIVES ON ~BfR, Cw, AND IN STOCKHJLM. ON CDE, 
HO~E TOLD GROMYKO THAT THERE ARE T~O ISSUES ~HYCH ARE 
MA~ING ~ROGRESS IN STOCKHOLM DIFFICUL,. THE FIRST WAS 
THE CONTINUING ABSENCE OF A~Y DtALOG~E IN POLAND. ~HE 
SECOND WAS THE SOVIET UNION'S FAILURE TO RESPECT ITS 
HU~AN RIGHTS CDMMIT~ENTS AND THE EFFECT OF THIS ON __ . 
~ESTER~ PUBLIC PERCEPTIONS. HOWE RAISED SEVERAL SPECIFIC 
CASES IN THIS CO~TEXT: SAKHAROV, 90~NE~, KORVAGIN, 
SHCHARANSKIY, AND YAKUNI~. GRO~YKO OFFERED NO SUBSTANiiVE 
RESPONSE ON ~Q~E'S HU~AN RIGHTS POINTS: Hf SI~PLY TURNED 
RED IN T~E FACE AND LOOKED AT THE CEILl~G. 
• 
SECOND DAY DISCUSSIONS: GRO~YKO REPL!ES ON AR~S CONTRO~ 
PQINT$ 

--------------------------------------------------------
10. THE SECOND DAY OF HOWE'S TALKS ~ITH GRO~VKO 
HAD BfE~ SCHEDULED FO~ A DISCUSSIO~ OF REGIONAL 
AND BILATERAL MATTERS. INSTEAD, GRO~Y~O BEGAN THE 
MEETING BY RETURNING TO EAST•WEST ISSUES RAISED 
BV HOWE: 

•• MBFR: THE wEST•S POSITION IS SI~PL~ TO "KILL TI~E" 
AT THE TALKS~ PROSPECTS FOR AN AG~EEMENT LOOK DUBIOUS~ 
GRO~YKO CALLED INTO QUESTION THE SERIOJSNESS OF THE 
WESTER~ PARTi~IPANTS IN THE TALKS, CITI~G THE REACTIVIZi• 
TIO~ OF THE WESTERN EUROPEAN UNION AS A SIGN THAT 
"CERTAIN COUNTRIES" ARE ~ORE INTERESTED IN REAR~A~ENT 
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THA~ OISAR~A~ENT. 

-- COE: soviET PROPOSALS FOR NO FIRST USE 
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OF NUCLEAR WFAPONS AND NON•USE OF FO~CE ARE THE 
~OST I~PORTA~T PROPOSALS BfFORE THE CO~FERENCE. 
HE NOTED, "WITH SOME CHEEK" ACCORDING TO THE BRITISH, 
THAT BRITISH _PUBLlC OPlNinN SUPPORTED SOVIET 
PROPOSALS ~HILE THE GOVERNME~T DID ~nt~ HE 
CLAl~ED THAT THE WEST NAS ATTEMPTJ~G TJ REPLACE 
CB~'S WITH "ORGANIZED ESPIO~AGE" BUT ~IO NOT RULE 
OUT THE POSSIBILITY OF EVENTUAL AGREE~E~T ON ~ILITARV/ 
TECH~JCAL MATTERS. DISCUSSION OF CB~•S SHOULD PROCEED 
SI~ULTANEOUSLV WITH DISCUSSION OF SOVIET PROPOSALS 
~ND SHOULD BE REGARDED AS A PACKAGE, HE ' SAID • 
• 
11. IN A REPLY THE BRITISH CHARACTERIZED AS 
•PRETTY BLUNT~, HOWE TOLD GRD~YKO THAT SOVIET 
EAST•WEST POLJCY HAD LOST CREDIBILITY. IT IS 
INCO~PREHENSJALE THAT THE SOVIET U~IO~ SHOULD 
QUESTION REASSURANCES Of WESTERN SINCERITY 
CO~MUMICATED TO THE SOVIETS DIRECTLY BY A PARADE 
Of WESTERN STATES~EN. SOVIET INTRA~SIGENCE 
COULD O~LY RAISE RISKS To THE SOVIET u~ro~. HOWE 
CO~TINUED THAT HE HAD CHECKED OVER~IGHT WITH 
WASHINGTON AND COULD SAY AUTHORITAtIVEL~ THAT THE 
UNITED STATES HAD SET NO PRECONDITIO~S TO TALKS 
IN SEPTE~BER iN ACCEPTING ~oscow•s JU~E 29 
PROPOSAL. 
• 
12. APPEARING "EMBARRASSED AND U~CO~FORTABLE", 
GRO~YKO REPLifD THAT WHAT HO~E HAD SAIO ~AS 
"NOT TRUE". •wE KNO~ FOR A FACT", HE CO~TINUED, 
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THAT THE US AD~INISTRATlON HAD ACKNO~LEDGED 
IMPOSING PRECONDITIONS IN ITS RESPONSE TO THE 
SOVIET INITIATIVE ~ND THAT ITS REPLY HAD BEEN 
DESIGNED TO ~AKE IT UNACCEPTABLE TD THE SOVIET 
UNION. 'DON'T FORCE ~E TO EXPLAN" ME A~DED 
OBSCURELV WITH A HINT OF THREAT IN HIS VOICE. 

13. HOWE RESPONDED THAT THE SOVIET SIDE APPEARED 
OETER~INED TO IGNORE THE FACTS ANO WAS "REFUSING 
TO TAKE YES fOR AN ANS~ER." HE REPEATE) HIS APPEAL 
THE ~EST'S StNCERITY AND NOT TO DIS~ISS THE 
u.s.•s RESPONSE ON SPACE AR~S PREMATJRELY. 
• 
~IDDl,.E EAST 

-----------
tu. TURNING AT LAST TO REGIONAL ISSUES, HOWE 
EXPRESSED THt _VIE~ THAT THE ARAB STATES SHOULD 
OEVELOP A UNITED STA"JD IN ORDER TO TAKE ' ADVANTAGE 
OF POSSIBLE JSRAELI FLEXIBILITY AFTER THE ELECTIONS 

-
TO TEST 

IN THE U.S. AND IS~AEL. HE URGED THE SOVIET UNION TO 
ENCOURAGE SYRIA TO JOIN AND TO P~O~OTE AN ARAB 
CO~SENSUS. iN A RESPONSE THE BRITISH FOUND 
"ABSOLUTELY USELESS", GROMYKO SAID THAT ~oscow 
COULD NOT ANSWER ON BEHALF OF THE ARAB STATES. 
THE ARABS AND THE ISRAELIS MUST SOLVE THEIR ow~ 
PRO~LE~S. THE PRIMAPY PROBLE~ IN THE REGION IS 
ISRAELI AGGRESSJON WHICH wAS ~ADE POSSIBLE BV 
AMERICAN SUPPORT. GRO~YKO DID NOT PRESS THE 
JDEA OF A MIDDLE EAST CO~FERENCE. 
• 
T~E_GULF .-;AR 

----------·-15. HOWE TOLD GROMY~O THAT THE U.K. A~D THE 
SOVIET U~ION SEEMED TO SHARE co~~o~ OBJECTIVES 
IN THE PERSIAN GULF, INCLUDI~G GUARA~TEEING FREEOO~ 
OF NAVIGATION AND PREVENTING AN IRA~IA~ VICTORY. 
THE U.K.'S AiM, HE EXPLAINED, IS TO PRESS FOR 
FREEDO~ OF GULF NAVIGATION 8Y DIPLO~ATIC MEA~S. 
IF THIS PROVFS INADEQUATE, GREAT BRITAIN WOULD 
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CO~StlLT THE SOVIE'T UNION DIRECTLY, SINCE LONDO~'S 
~CTIONS ~OULO NOT BE DIRECTED AGAI~ST SOVIET 
JNTERE.STS • 
• lb. GRO~YKO REPLIED THAT IRAN IS TO BL~ME FOR 
THE "USELESS _WAR" I N THE GULF. APPARE~TLY 
REFERING TD THE RECENT MOSCO~ CONSJLTATlONS BY 
THE DIRECTOR GENERAL OF THE IRANIA~ ~FA, GRO~Y~O 
SAID THE SOVTfTS HAD SPOKEN RECENTLV WITH THE 
IRA~IA~S AND FOUND THAT IRAN HAD TAKEN THE OPPOSITE 
VIE~ FRO~ THf USSR. HE CO~PLAINED THAT THE WEST HAD 
NOT FULLY EW~LOITED ITS I~FLUFNCE ~ITH IRAN TO 
BRING AN END TO wAR~ 
• 
Af:GHA~ISTAN 

-----------
17. HO~E VOICED THE u.K.'S SUPPORT FO~ THE u.N. 
SECRETARY GENERAL'S EFFORTS TO FIND A ?OL1TICAL, 
SETTLE~ENT AND EXPRESSED THE VIEW THAT IT SHOULD 
BE POSSIBLE to ACHIEVE A SETTLE~ENT ~HICH WOULD 
MEET SOV!fT INTERESTS. HE URGED THE SJVIETS TO 
TAKE THE "STATESMANLIKE ACT" OF NITHORANAL. 
~RO~YKD DID NOT RESPONO • 
• 

( Cf~TRAL AMERICA 

·--------------
18. GROMVKois LIST OF REGIONAL ISSUES WAS 
HEADED BY CENTRAL AMERICA ON ~HICH HE ?RESENTED 
A "CLASSIC ANTI•US DIATRIBE". ALL THE ELEMENTS 
IN HIS PRESENTATION ~ERE FAMILIAR FRO~ SOVIET 
MEDIA TREAT~ENT OF THE ISSUE, ALTHOUGH GROMYKO 

--- ..---,-> 
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WAS ~ORE POINTED IN ACCUSING THE U.S. OF CON• 
DUCTING "STATE TERRORIS~" IN THE REG! □~. HO~E 
TOLD GRO~YKO HE SHOULD UNDERSTA~n THE J.S.'S 
CONCERN OVER REGIONS ADJACENT TO ITS BJRDER IN 
LIGHT Of THE,SOVIET UNION'S OWN EX 0 ERIE~CE. HOWE 
OREW ON HIS CONVERSATIONS WITH COSTA RICA~ A~D 
SALVADORAN OFFICIALS IN EXPRESSING THE VIEw THAT 
NICARAGUA'S NEIGHBORS ~ERE ALSO CONCER~ED ABOUT 
POS$18Lf AGGRESSION FRO~ NICARAGUA. G~OMYKO 
CO~CLUDEO THE DISCUSSION WITH TME OBSE~vATION 
THAT THE POSITIONS OF THE TWO SIDES wE~E 
"POLfS APART"~ 
• 
$QUTH AFRICA 

·--------·--
19. GRO~YKO CRITICIZED THE U.K.'S PARTICIPATION IN THE. 
CD~TACT GROUP AND CALLED ON LONDON TD ~AISE !TS 
VO I C E AG A I NS T SOUTH A F R l C A MORE S T R D '-J G'L ¥ • HOW E 
RESPONDED THAT THE SOVIETS "HAD IT ALL ~RONG", 
NOTING THAT TWO MEETINGS WITH BOTHA ENABLED THE 
BRITISH TO CONVEY THEIR ~ESSAGE DIRECTL~. HOWE 
OBSERVED THAT DE CUELLAR APPEARED TO FEEL THAT 
SOUTH AFRICA . WOULD LIKE TO GET OUT OF A~GOLAJ AT 
THE SA~E TlME _ARRANGEMENTS FOR NAMIBIA~ INDEPENDENCE 
WERE GOING FORWARD. 

-----
20. GRO~YKQ DREW HO~E'S ATTENTIO~ TO AN ALLEGED 
TREND TO~ARD MILJTARIS~ IN THE JAPANESE LEADE~­
SHIP. THf COM~ON SENSE OF THE PAST THIRTY YEARS 
IS NOW GIVING WAY TO A DESIRE TO REAR~. THIS 
BEARS CAREFUL ~ATCHING IN VIEW OF JA?A~'S HISTORY. 

EXDIS 
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GRO~YKO SOLlCTTED HO~E•S VIE~S. HOWE qESPONDED 
THAT THIS WAS A QUESTION FOR THE JAPANESE THEMSELVES 
TO DECIDE. J~E U.K. UNDERSTANDS, HO~E~ER, HO~ JAPANESE 
SECURITY CONCERNS COULD BE AFFECTED BY SOVIET 
~IL1TARY _IMP~OVEMENT I~ THE AREA. GRO~YKO POINTED 
TO JAPAN'S P~RTICIPATION IN THE wILLlA~S8URG AND 
LONDON CONFE~ENCES AS EVIDENCE OF JA?A~•s DESIRE 
TO INCREASE INTERNATJO~AL TE~SJONS • 
• 
ANGLO•SOVIET ~fLATIONS 

·---·-----------------. . 

21. IN DISCUSSING OF BILATERAL RELATIONS, HO~E 
INVITED GRO~VKO TO VISIT THf U.K. GRO~YKO APPEARED 
TO ACCEPT, BUT SAID THAT THE SOVIET LEADERSHIP WOULD 
HAVE TO APPROVE BEFORE THERE COULD BE A FOR~AL REPLY. 
HE SAID ME THOUGHT THE REPLY, ~HJCH ~OJLD BE CONVEYED 
THROUGH DIPLQMATIC CHANNELS, WOULD BE ?OSJTIVE. THE 
QUESTION OF A FUTURE THATCHER•CHER~E~K1 su~~IT WAS 
NOT DISCUSSfn·. 

HO~E'S CALL 0~ CHERNE~KO 

---------------·--------
22. FHE BRITISH HAVE TOLD US THAT PR~VDA'S 
.ACCOU~'T OF CHfRrJfNK()'S REMARICS TO -1:I.-JE REPRESE"JT A 
FAIRLY FULL RfNDITION. CHER~ENKO'S RE~ARKS TOOK 
AN "ORTHODOX ~NTI•US DlRECTIO~." CHER~ENKO RESTATED 
THE SOVIET "STATUS QUO A~TE" FOR~UL~ 0~ INF IN ITS 
STARKEST FOR~; THE ONLY ~AV TO RESJ~E ~EGOTJATJONS 
IS TO HALT OFPLOYMENTS AND WITHDRA~ lHE MISSILES 
THAT HAVE BEEN DEPLOYED. THIS WOULD ESTARLlSH A 
BASIS FOR THE RESU~PTION OF NEGDTJATIO~S. 
• 
CHERNENKO ON _$PACf NEGOTIATIONS 

-------------------------------
23. CHfRNENKO TOLD HO~E THAT THE US ~EPLY 0~ 
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SPACE AR~S TALKS ~AS "HYPOCRITICAL IN FOR~ AND 
NEGATIVE IN CONTENT. RATHER THAN REFUSE TO 
NEGOTIATE OUTRIGHT," HE SAID "THE JS HAO LINKED 
TAL~S TO ISSUES wHICH ARE OEADLOC~ED. THE SOVIET 
PROPOSAL, HOwFVER, REMAl~S IN FORCE." 

WEST EUROPEA~ UNION 

-------------------
24. CHERNEN~O TOLD HO~E THAT REI~VIG)~ATIO~ OF 
THE ~EU ~ILL STRENGTHE~ REVANCHIST TRE~DS IN THE 
FRG. HE ALSQ EXPRESSED CONCERN THAT BO~N COULD 
GA!~ INDIRECT ACCESS TO NUCLEAR WEAPONS • 
• 
25. IN HIS RfPLY, HO~E TOLD CHER~EN~j THAT IT IS 
PARADOXICAL T~AT EAST AND WEST APPEAR TO SHARE THE 
SA~E Al~S ON AR~S CO~lROLS AND OTHER ISSUES, BUT 
FI~D IT IMPOSSIBLE TO ~AKE PROGRESS. THE SOVIET 
UNION FU~DAME~TALLY ~ISUNDERSTANDS U.S. POLICIES. 
FURTHfR~ORE, TT IS NOT TRUE THAT THE U.S. HAS 
EVER CONTEMPLATED WAGING NUCLEAR WAR . A~D THEPE 
SHOULD BE NO OOUBT AS TO WFSTERN SINCE~ITY IN 
SEEKING PRDG~ESS 0~ AR~S CO~TROL ISSUES. IT IS 
INCO~PREHENSIRLE THAT THE SOVIET U~IO~ SHOULD 
HAVE BROKEN OfF THE GENEVA NEGOTIATIONS. THE 
EUROPEAN COUNTRifS PARTICIPATING I~ I~F DEPLOV~ENT 
HAD APRIVED AT THEIR DECISION 8ASED ON THE ~ERITS 
OF THE CASE iND NOT UNDER U.S. PRESSURE. HOWE 
TOLD CHERNEN~O HE HAD BEEN DIS~AYED BY GRO~YKO'S 
"CA~ICATURIZATION OF u.s. POLICY." 

EXl)IS 

GE~EVA FOR USTNF AND USCD, STOCKHOLM FJ~ CDE 

E~O. !?35&: OfCL: OAOR 
TAGS: PREL, LJP, FR 
SUBJECT~ HO~ris ~OSCO~ TALKS 

• 2b. HO~E TOLD CHERNE~KO THAT HE HAD CONSULTED 

S E ;-R-r "f,,,,-
, / 
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STATE 

···············--------·--------------------------------------------------- .. 
84 t1591296 SSO . PAGE 012 NC 459129b 

TOR: OStBOtZ JUL _B~ t 
··············---·----·-----------·-·-··--------------------·----------------· 
WASHINGTON ON SPACE AR'-15 TALKS AND THAT .THERE ARE 
NO PRECO~DITIONS. CHERNENKO RE~PONDED L~MELY 
~GAIN THAT TH~ BASIS OF THE U.S. REPLY ~AS DIFFERENT 
FRO~ THAT OF THE SOVIET OFFER. GR0"1YKO AT THAT 
POINT INTERVENED ANO SAID THAT BY "BRA:KETING" 
NUCLEAR ~EAPONS ~ITH SPACE, THE U.S. HAO INTRODUCED 
PRECONDITIONS: THE U.S. INTENTION ~AS TO PROVOKE 
A SOVIET REFUSAL. GR0"1YKO PUT IT BLUNTL~ TO 
HO~E: IF THE U.S. HAO SAID THERE ~ERE ~O 
PRECONDITIONS, "COULD THE USSR iAKE HO~E~S 
WORD THAT THE U.S. IS WILLING TO TALK ABOUT 
SPACE AS A SEPARATE SUBJECT?" 
• 
27. HO~[ IN RESPONSE SI~PLY REPEATED THAT THE 
SOVIET U~ION _~HOULO NOT LET THE INITIAT!VE DIE 
BECAUSE OF MISUNDERSTANDING ANO ADVISED THE 
SOVIETS TD FQLLOW•UP THE INITIATIVE TH~OUGH THEIR 
EMBASSY IN ~ASHINGTON. CHERNE~KO qEPLIE~ TO T~IS 
TH~T REPORTS FROM OOBRYNIN CONTRADICTED HOWEis 
ACCOUNT OF THE U.S. POSITION. HOWE ATTE~PTED 
ONCE MORE TO PURSUE THE SPACE AR~S ISSJE WITH 
GRO~YKO AT THE AIRPORT BEFORE HIS DEPARTURE. 
GRO~VKO RESPONDED IN A SI'-1ILAR NEGATIVE · VEIN THAT 
If THE U.S. DELEGATION SHO~ED UP FJR ~EGOTIATIQNS 
~N SEPTE~BER. IT WOULD HAVE ONLY ITSELF TO TALK TO. 
• a 

~~~QERSHJP l~~RESSIQNS 

··········------··----
28. THE BRITISH EMBASSY HAS TOLD US THAT CHERNENKO 
SEE~ED TO HA~E LESS TROUBLE BREATHING I~ HIS ~EETING 
WITH HO~E THAN HE HAO WITH THATCHER IN FEBRUARY. 
HE NEVERTHELESS LOOKED PALE, SPOKE POOR~Y AND 
WITHOUT CONFIDENCE, AND GENERALLY GAVE AN UNCO~VI~CING 
PERFOR~ANCE. GROMYKO, ON THE OTHER MA~D, WA$ CONFIDENT 
ANO SMOOTH THROUGHOUT; SHOWI~G ND qETICENCE TO TAKE 
THE BALL FROM CHERNENKO WHEN, AS 0~ SPACE, HE 
SEE~ED TO BE OUT Of HIS DEPTH. 
HARTMAN 

END OF MESSAGF t 
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) MEMORANDUM! 

_.,,.,/ 
CONFID,ENT!AL 

NATl'ONAL SECURiTY COL'~CIL 

MEMORANDUM FOR ADMIRAL POINDEXTER 

FROM: ,1 JACK MATLOC~\l\. 
1 

SUB.JRCT: . Jesse Jackson and Sakharov 

5140 

..._iuly 5, l 9d4 

Attached at TAB. r is a memoran3.um t.o the Pres:ident on thi:.,, 
subject, w:i.th suggested talki:ng pvints at T/l.B A. 

I have discussed .the matter rit:.h Mark Palmer- at St Rte a:nc tit'! 

agre~s that this would be an appropriate ·course ~o take. 
Wl- : -~ W,...~-

Walt Ra,¥m0nd# li~;.~3.. arn1 Bnb Sims concur. 

Rec0fflmendatron; ; ' __ If 
That you sign the rorandtnn to the President 

Approve · . Disapprove , __ 

A ttaclmients ! 

Tab! 

~, 
Memorandum to the President 

Suggested Talking Ppints 

7k_ ... 4rz ,. 

-DU J_;t,., -1,,t ., 
"fr'3 ,•1 ·,;::t;-.... - .::'.j ':t.­
~ ~ 1~ - ., 

at TAB I~ 

, {t:,{ 9~ 

r~ 1-' ~rz ¼ 
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MEMORANDUM 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR ADMIRAL POINDEXTER 

FROM: JACK MATLOC~V\ 

SUBJECT: Jesse Jackson and Sakharov 

Attached at TAB I is a memorandum to the President on this 
subject, with suggested talking points at TAB A. 

I have discussed the matter with Mark Palmer at State and he 
agrees that this would be an appropriate course to take. 

Wt, 'f1 ~~-
Walt Raymond, Karna Small and Bob Sims concur~ 

Recommendation: 

That you sign the 

Approve 

Attachments: 

Tab I 

Tab A 

orandum to the President at TAB I. 

Disapprove 

Memorandum to the President 

Suggested Talking Points 

f 
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TALKING POINTS 

Q. Why do you oppose Jesse Jackson's idea of approaching the 
Soviets regarding the release of Andrei Sakharov? 

A. I do not oppose any efforts he, or any other private 
individuals, may make to persuade the Soviet authorities to 
resolve this tragic situation in a humane way. 

What is important is that such private efforts be conducted 
in such a way that they do not confuse humanitarian issues 
such as this one with matters which are properly subject to 
negotiation between governments. 

That is what I had in mind when I mentioned the Logan Act. 
Of course, I am as interested as anyone else in seeing this 
particular problem solved, and if it can be done without 
involving other matters, no one would be happier than I. 

31 
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C ONF IBEN,T IAL 

INFORMATION 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

1 
DECLASSIFIED 

t,~UlRJt,~i.r~·0 • Y 
BY (CJ NARA DATE s-/j~/;J 

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C. McFARLANE 
§ 

FROM: WILLIAM L. STEARMAN~ 

SUBJECT: Annual U.S.-Soviet Summits 

5192 

I 115"/J 

Ju 1 y 6 , 1 9 8 4 j 3i 

As pressure mounts for a U.S.-Soviet summit meeting, one might 
consider proposing regular, annual summits during each UN General 
Assembly -- beginning with the next one in September 1984. This 
would render summitry more routine and thereby would decrease 
popular expectations and reduce the possibility of Soviet exploi­
tation. 

Summit meetings -- especially with the Soviets -- are singularly 
ill-suited for negotiations or even for serious in-depth 
discussions; therefore , they probably ought to be viewed primarily 
as opportunities to form acquaintanceships. Ideally, U.S.-Soviet 
summits should generally be avoided altogether for reasons 
explained in the memoranda at Tab I (which the President read), 
but that no longer appears to be a realistic option. Given 
current realities, annual UNGA summits would probably be the 
least harmful to U.S. interests, and our readiness to regularize 
such meetings could even [redound to our benefit. The drama of a 
U.S.-Soviet summit could, in the UNGA context, be further 
diminished by scheduling summits with friends and allies during 
the same period. 

The Soviets would probably reject annual UNGA summits because 
they would be more difficult to exploit (and Chernenko might not 
be able to travel this far); nevertheless, if we made such a 
proposal, we would be on solid ground and should be able to fend 
off counterproposals. The UNGA forum should appeal to U.S. 
public opinion, and the UN members would love to be on the 
fringes of a U. S.-Soviet summit; ergo other countries might even 
welcome the idea . 

The President took the right tack on June 14 in s e e ming to drop 
the "carefully prepared and prospect for succe s s " r equirements. 
Such prerequisites could only ensure heightened e xpectations and 
subsequent disappointment and critici ~m (directed against the 
President as well as Chernenko). We gain more (or lose less) if 
summit talks are regarded as only a general exchange of views 
with no concrete results expected or sought. 



/// 

/' 

CONFI,~,NTIAL 2 3 'f 
.,,/~· 

" Zbig Brzezinski and others have, as y ou know, proposed annual 
summits; so the basic idea is not new. I do not, however, know 
if anyone has proposed annual UNGA summits and therefore thought 
the idea might warrant some consideration. 

Attachment: 

Tab I 

__ ......., 
CONE.I-DENTIAL ,,,,,, 

Memoranda dated May 18, 1983; February 3, 1983 and 
March 2, 1981 



MEMORANDUM 

------­CONF-TDENT IAL 

INFORMATION 

--E9NFl8EN-TlAl 
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

May 18, 1983 

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM P. CLARK 

System II 
90129 (Redo) 

~j ,<t 

WILLIAM L. STEARMAN·-v-· 
EClASSIFIED 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: u.s.-soviet Summitry 

/ 

NLR 
BY /£.l)JJ . 

1 'ff~;1J' .4.--r-7-1 

NARA DATE.dJ.io 

We can expect continuing pressure for a Reagan-Andropov Summit 
from State, our allies and others. So far, the President has 
wisely resisted a summit until the Soviets demonstrate better 
intentions through concrete, positive actions. He should contin­
ue to hold the line for reasons explained below. 

The President is, in a way, emulating Eisenhower's wise example. 
After Stalin's death in 1953, Eisenhower stated he would go to a 
summit if the Soviets agreed to: A German Peace Treaty, an 
Austrian State Treaty or significant arms control measures. The 
Soviets agreed to the Austrian Treaty in 1955 and a summtt took 
place in Geneva a few months later. The resulting "Spirit of 
Geneva" reinforced a Soviet detente campaign which was beginning 
to weaken NATO until detente ended with the Hungarian Revolution. 
At least Eisenhower made the Soviets pay a price for the summit. 

The record of U.S.-Soviet summit meetings would indicate that 
they should be avoided altogether. With one exception, Camp 
David in 1959, these summits have ranged from being merely 
unnecessary to being nearly disastrous. For example, I have long 
believed that the 1961 Vienna summit (in which I was involved) 
convinced Khrushchev that Kennedy could be pushed around, and the 
result was the Berlin Wall and later the Cuban missile crisis. 
Camp David, on the other hand, bought us valuable time needed to 
toughen our position on Berlin. 

The 1961 Vienna summit illustrates a principal danger in 
summitry. There is bound to be an unbridgeable gulf between the 
mind-set of a Soviet leader and that of any American President. 
This compounds the danger of misunderstandings and miscalcu­
lations. This danger is further compounded by the fact that 
summits are perforce short and rendered even shorter by the 
necessity of translation; therefore, the serious and complex 
subjects, which are usually on the agenda, can be only superfi­
cially discussed. 

~tBBtTIAL 
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The Soviets presently feign disinterest in a summit; however, 
they would probably leap at one were it offered. Summits help ~ 
them promote detente and "peace" campaigns, provide a convenient 
propaganda platform, and are regarded by the Soviets as necessary 
reaffirmations of their co-equal status as a "super power." U.S. 
participation in a summit may temporarily buy the · Administration 
some domestic and foreign political advantages, but can also 
backfire when unrealistic expectations are dashed by the usual 
absence of concrete results -- for which the U.S. may be blamed 
as much as the Soviets (or even more). Of course, this would not 
be the case if a summit only ratified agreements already conclud-
ed -- which is the only circumstance under. which I feel a summit 
is warranted at all. 

cc: John Lenczowski 

fflflBENf b\l 
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'MEMORANDUM 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

o~cu\ ~~if.Ii: bruary 3 , 19 8 3 

~ l ,.R.1<t8., J s A..;.. J-;,·f.;;;'6 

. ~j;/o •1rr . ,e c;fow,:, 
INFORMATION 

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM P. CLARK STEA4- . FROM: WILLIAM L. 

SUBJECT: Thoughts on u.s . -soviet Summitry 

The President's "letter to Europe" was exactly th~ right 
approach to summitry: Do something concrete and significant, 
and then we'll meet. We should not, however, leave it at 
this. We must persist in publicizing and promoting this 
approach, because pressures are going to build here and 
abroad for a summit.· It is clear from Andropov's reply to 
the President's letter that the Soyiets still want a summit 
for ~olitical and propaga~da ~easons~ (See text at Tab A.) 

At Tab Bare Dick Pipes' and my thoughts on summitry which 
· went to the President early in this Administration. -You -
might find them useful in countering pressures for a summit. 
I would add to my earlier comments the additional observation 
that there is an unbridgeable gulf between the mind-set of a 
Soviet leader and that of any American President. This com­
pounds the danger of misunderstandings and miscalculations 
that can result from U.S.-Soviet sununits. It was precisely 
this, for example, that produced the Cuban missile confronta-
tion in 1962. • ~1 

'. ~~ 
Attachments 

I <f . 

Tab A 
Tab B 

Andropov reply .✓r-;.) / ·· 
RVA memo to the President dtd March ?J-ifi"a1 r/ 
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A:;DROPOV R::PLJES TO :,.:.AGAN DlSAre-1A.'-!l:.'\T PROPOSAL 

LD011636 1-loscoi.: TASS :in English 1632 GMT 1 Feb 83 

[Text] Moscow February 1 TASS -- The ne1,.•spaper PRAVDA for February 2 publishes the 
answers by Yuriy Andropov to questions by its correspondent. 

' 

Question: What is your attitude to the U.S. President's letter to the people of Europe, 
in which he proposed that the USSR and the United States sign on American terms an 
agreement on the elimination of medium~range land-based missiles? 

Answer: First of all, I must say quite definitely that there is nothing new in Presi­
dent R. Reagan's proposal. What it is all about -- and this all the world's news 
agencies have immediately taken note of -- is the same "zero option". That it is 
patently.unacceptable to the Soviet Union now is already generally recognised. Really, 
can one seriously:£peak about a proposal according to which the Soviet Union would have 
to scrap unilaterally all its medium-range missiles, while the United States and its 
NATO allies would retain all their nuclear weapons of this category. 

It is precisely this unrealistic position of the United States that has blocked, and 
this is well known, progress at the talks in Geneva. That now the U.S. President has 
reiterat~d again this position indicates one thing: The United States does not want to 
look for a mutually acceptable accord with the Soviet Union and thereby deliberately 
dooms the Geneva "):alks to . failure. 

As I have already said, the U.S.S.R. will not agree to unilateral disarmament. If 
things are carried to the deployment of new U.S. missiles in Europe, · we __ shall answer 
this in a due way. But this would not be our choice. 

The Soviet Union is for a different road. It would be best, and we _. suggest this, not · 
to h~v~ in the European zone nuclear weapons at all, either medium-range or tactical 
weapons. d seems [as. received] the United States does not agree· to this, we are pre-
pared also to such a solution under which the Soviet Union would_ have no more missiles 
than NATO already bas in Europe. At the same time an arrangement should be reached on 
cutting to the equal levels by both sides of the number of aircraft capable of medium­
range nuclear weapon delivery. Thus, there · would be complete parity in missiles and 
aircraft, and the parity at a far lower level than now. 

The Soviet Union is prepared to sign such an agreement. Is the President of the United 
States prepared to sign such an agreement based on the principle or·'equality and equal 
security? 

Question: 
proposes. 

The U.S. President suggests meeting with you to sign the agreement which he 
~'hat can you say on this score? 

Answer: Ye have believed and still believe that suDlIIlit meetings have-special signifi­
cance to resolving complicated problems. This determines our serious approach to them. 

For us this is not a matter of -a political or a propaganda game. A meeting between the 
leaders ·of the U.S.S.R. and the U.S.A., aimed at finding mutually acceptable solutions 
to u:::-gent problems and at developing · relations between our countries, would be u_seful 
both to the Soviet Union and to the United States of America, to Euro~e and to the 
whole world. 

. ..... .. 

11 
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But \,:hen the U.S. Pn·sicent r.:akes the 1:1eeting conditional on the So,•::et Union's con­
sent to the patently unacceptable solution to the problem of nuclear armaments in 
Europe, proposed by him, this by no means testifies to the seriousness of the American 
leadership's approach to the whole of this issue. This can only •oe regretted. 

[Moscow PRAVDA in Russian on 2 February carrie~ on page l the above interview with 
Yuriy Andropqv. The interview in PRAVDA, entitled "Comrade Yu. -v. Andropov's Replies 
to a PRAVDA' s Correspondent's Quest ions" has been compared with the MoscoY TASS English · 
version and minus the TASS dateline and introductory paragraph has been found to be 
identical except for the following variation: Paragraph six, line three reads in 
PRAVDA: ••• In so far as the United States • • • (substituting \'in so far as" for _"and 
seell's [as received]"] 

U. -USSR INF DELEGATIONS HOLD MEETING 1 FEB 

LD011202 Moscow TASS in English 11A2 GMT 1 Feb 83 ·-

[Text] ~~va Febru~ry 1 TASS -- The delegations from the Soviet Un:y>n and the Uni ted 
States held plenary meeting here today at the talks on the limitation of nuclear 
armaments in urope. . · . · · 

DISARMAMENT CO~TEE SESSION OPENS IN GENEVA . 

LD011135 Mos cow English 1039 GMT 1 Feb 83 

{Text] Geneva February ,___TASS - The 1983 12-week session of the Co=ittee on Disarma­
ment opened here today. Th~ priority items on the/agenda of the current session a re 
talks on termination of the ·ti~lear arms rac~a d'on nuclear disarmament, on the p r o­
hibition of nuclear tests~ the.~oblem of prev. ntion of the arms race in outer space ~ 
an all-embracing programme of disarmament,. } an on radfological weapons, and the 
strengthening of guarantees of sec~y 7r non-nuclear states. · 

The Committee on Disarmament is an i13P¥...t:ant component of the international mechani s m 
of multi-lateral talks on disarmament. e) co=ittee consists of five nuclear s t ates 

. (the PRC, the USA, France, Britaµ{, and the SSR) and 35 other ,:states including Algeria , 
Belgium, Bulgaria, Japan, Cuba/the GDR, Mong ia, Hungary, Poland, Romania, 
Czechoslovakia, Yugoslav~~eden and the FRG • 

. /. _ _ lsraelyan Remarks on 

~;;:~T;;;~;:;~;;;:;;:~;;::;;:;;;;u;h;o;;.:::~ Palace of 
delegation 

at the committee said to our ·correspondent: · 

[Begin _}Lelyan reco;ding] The session of the Disarmament Committee ha~ opened in 
an aggravated international situation. The military preparations of the'United States 
of America and its NATO allies have reached a•huge scale • 

, .. _ 
::;:;? _ .... _- _,""'l._ ,_ : • .• , · = 
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: · RICHARD V. ALLEN r 
SUBJECT: . Analysis of Brezhnev Proposal for a Summit 

. . 
Richard Pipes and William Stearman of the NSC Staff have provided 
a short analysis of the Brezhnev proposal for a summit, and 
concludJ? that it is not advisable. 

While I concur, I thought you would benefit from the·interesting 
historical framework which these two ·experts use to ·evaluate the 
matter. 

Attachments 
Tab A,- Obversations on a Summit - William L. Stearman 

- Additional Comments - Richard Pipes 

cc: The Vice President 
Ed Meese 
James Baker 

«.. 
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OBSERVATIONS ON A SUMMIT -- WILLIAM r;. STEARMAN 

Brezhnev wants a summit meeting in order to resurrect detente and to slow down 
US and NATO defense improvements. If the President wants a summit, he might 
follow President Eisenhower's example -and put a price tag on it. 

Early in Eisenhower's Administration, he was faced with the issue of meeting with 
the post-Stalin leaders of the USSR. Churchill, for one, was pushing for a 
Four Power summit at this time. On April 16, 1953, Eisenhower made public a lis t 
of specific actions the USSR would have to take before the US would agree to a 
summit. These included arms control measures, a German Pea~e Treaty, and an 
Austrian State Treaty, any one of which would pay the price:of admission. After 
eight years of stalling, the Soviets agreed to the Austrian Treaty, which was 
signed in May 1955 and resulted in the Geneva Summit that summer. 

Actually, the record of US-Soviet summit meetings would indicate that they should 
be avoided altogether. With one exception, Camp David in 1959, these summits 
have ranged from being unnecessary to nearly disastrous. For example, I have 
long believed that the 1961 Vienna summit (in which I was involved) was largely 
responsible for both the Berlin Wall and the Cuban missile crisis. Camp David 
turned out to be useful in stalling off Soviet action on Berlin until U-2 
coverage revealed there was no "missile gap" which encouraged us to take a toughe r 
stand on Berlin. 

The Soviet leaders have looked upon · summits as· an essential element of their 
"detente" campaigns. The "Spirit o.f Geneva," the "Spirit of Camp David," the 
"Spirit of Glassboro" were touted as evidence of a "relaxation of tensions". 
(i.e. detente) and were designed, among other things, to lull the West into a 
false sense of security. A principal goal of Soviet detente moves has been to 
encourage NATO to decrease arms expenditures. They have usually_ follo~ed periods 
of Soviet-induced tension which have resulted in increased Western defense 

---efforts: 1949, after the airlift defeat of the Berlin Blockage and after the 
first SAC deployment to Europe; 1955 (actually beginning in 1953), after our huge 
Korean War buildup; 1963, after the fa.iled Cuban missile caper and in recognition 
of the enormous US strategic advantage; 1971-72 to control US MIRV and ABM 
advant.ages and to gain increased access to Western technology and financing 
(among other things). Brezhnev's opening speech at the 26th CPSU Congress make s 
it quite clear that the Soviets want badly to resurrect detente in order to 
delay or fend off the announced US military buildup and concomitant strengthening 
of Western European defenses through TNF modernization, etc. Brezhnev·' s avowed 
eagerness to parley with us is the clear result of a tougher US stance vis-a-vis 
the USSR . and an increased US def~nse budget. 

Apart from providing the Soviet leadership with a convenient propaganda plat'form, 
summits present other intrinsic problems. They are perforce short and rendered 
even shorter by the necessity of translation; therefore the serious and complica ted 
subjects, which are usually on the agenda, can be only superficially discussed. 
This, in turn, can lead (and has led) to misunderstandings and miscalculations. 

DECLASSIFIED 
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Despite the pitfalls of summit meetings with the Soviets, •it is probably un­
realistic to expect the President to avoid them altogether. Since we established 
relations with the USSR, every US President has met with his Soviet counterpart 
{bilaterally beginning with Camp David). Presidents can scarceiy resist the urge 
to size up their ma1n opponent. In addition, I would imagine that our European 
allies, who live under the shadow of Soviet power, would not want us to reject 
Brezhnev's summit proposal out of hand. 

If Eisenhower's example is followed, a number of summit price tags could be 
announced, for example: _ 

Withdrawal of Soviet forces from Afghanistan {if we wanted to avoid 
a summit altogethe!); 

Withdrawal of Soviet and Cuban forces from Angola and Ethiopia; 

No Soviet assistance,direct or indirect, to revolutionaries in this 
Hemisphere; 

No direct Soviet military intervention . in Poland; 

Conclusion of a satisfactory SALT III Treaty. 

It goes without saying that any approach to the_ Soviets on a summit should be 
carefully worked out on an interagency basis here and then with our allies. For 
the time being, our public position on Brezhnev's proposal . should remain str,ictly 
noncommital. 

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS RICHARD PIPES 

I concur in general with Bill Stearman's assessment of . Brezhnev's initiatives 
and his options. The Soviet leaders have shown every sign of exasperation with 
the Reagan Administration's casual attitude· toward negotiations -with them: 
in part, because such behavior deflates their global image as a "superpower" 
which the USA is required to take into account in all its foreign policy 
initiatives, and in part because it deprives Moscow of . an opportunity to size 
up the new U.S. Government • 

• 
However, because the "negotiating process" ·is popular among left-of-center 
groups in Western Europe; it woulp not be prudent to dismiss Brezhnev's summit 
suggestion out of hand. "Interesting," "worthy of consideration" should be the 
U.S. reactions. In practice, the proposal should be shelved. There is.no need 
for a stnnmit, at any rate now or in the foreseeable future. Should the President 
nevertheless find a purely negative stance politically ill-advised, he may want to 
pose very high preconditions: sufficiently high ones to preclude a cosmetic 
concession on the part of Moscow which would look like a genuine peaceful gesture 
and make us look bad if we did not -wind it up with a s .ummit. 

CQN-F-!DENTIAL 
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THE SECRETARY OF STATE 

WASHINGTON 

July 7, 1984 

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE PRESIDENT 

Actin.P FROM: Kenneth W.. Dam, 

8419419 
XR8419420 

SUBJECT: Chernenko's Response to Your July 2 Letter 
on the Vienna Talks 

Soviet Charge Isakov came in to see Rick Burt Saturday after­
noon under urgent instructions from Moscow to hand over a reply 
from Chernenko to your July 2 letter on the Vienna talks. An 
unofficial translation, as well as the Russian original, are 
attached. 

Chernenko's letter stresses the following points: 

-- It insists that you have not yet given a positive 
response to the Soviet proposal to negotiate on preventing •the 
militarization of space• in September, and that •the American 
siae• is still talking about some "conference" without a 
definite agenda. 

-- It very forcefully makes the point that nuclear negotia­
tions are frozen, and that linking them to negotiations on outer 
space is therefore a recipe for deadlock on outer space too. 
The resulting arms race in space would accelerate the arms race 
on earth as well, Chernenko says, and would make it harder to 
limit and reduce armaments in general. 

-- As a result of these two factors, the letter goes on, "it 
is necessary to come to a clear understanding as to the subject 
of these negotiations• before our delegations meet at the 
negotiating table. If it is hard for us to agree to such 
negotiations in September, they will •take that into account.• 

In response, Burt first recalled that it was we who had 
suggested beginning talks later if the soviets preferred. He 
said we would study the letter and reply soon, but stressed that 
both you and the Secretary have told the Soviets we are prepared 
to come to Vienna with clear substantive ideas on outer space 
arm s control. At the same time, we believe that if we are going 
to address this topic we must also discuss related issues like 
offensive nuclear weapons. In any event, however, we are 
prepared to enter into diplomatic discussions of the agenda for 
talks, and Burt invited the Soviets to begin such prepa~atory 
discu ss ions without delay, 

44-
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Isakov replied by asking again whether we are ready to 
negotiate on •preventing the militarization• of outer space. If 
we were making an announcement, would we be willing to say that, 
he asked. Burt said that in discussing the agenda for a Vienna 
meeting, we could address the issue of what any announcement 
might say. Isakov concluded that he would report the exchange, 
and the specific question of initiating a discussion of the 
Vienna agenda, to Moscow. 

On the way out, Isakov commented to the State Department 
official accompanying him that the Soviets are offering the 
Administration a political •bumper harvest• if negotiations on 
outer space begin in September; all that was being asked was 
that the agenda be fixed before the two delegations sat down. 
The official replied that you do not need Soviet help to get 
reelected, and that the Administration is approaching the talks 
on the assumption that they must be to ~utual benefit, without 
regard to such considerations. 

--S--E-E·R-E-.!f'/.SEN s.I.T...L\l.E 

· ! 
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$£CR.ET/SENS IT IVE 

His Excellency 
Ronald W. Reagan 
President of the 
Washington, D.C. 

1 DECLASSIFIED Translation 

/_ NLRR 1 Y~ --zs--,;,- r-- ---(1 ---z_ 

BY /n:o NARA DATE [b--,./11 

United States of America 

Dear Mr. President; 

8419420 

from the Russian 

I have carefully read your letter of July 2, 1984. Let me 
say frankly that I was looking in it for a positive response to 
our proposal to hold Soviet-American negotiations this September 
on preventing the militarization of outer space. Regrettably, 
there is no such response in the letter. 

One has to reach such a conclusion despite the fact that you 
e xpress readin e ss to start negotiations in Vienna. For from 
your letter it clearly follows that the U.S. is not agreeing to 
pa r ticipate in the kind of negotiations which the Soviet side 
proposes and in which it is prepared to participate. 

Let me recall that the Soviet Union favors the adoption of 
urgent measures which would enable us effectively to block all 
channels for extending the arms race into space. This can be 
done by banning all space attack systems, which is precisely 
what we propose to have negotiations about, and by establishing 
a moratorium, simultaneously with the start of negotiations, on 
testing and deployment of such systems. 

The American side essentially is talking about conducting 
not negotiations on space, but some sort of "conference" without 
a definite agenda, i.e. there would be a conversation about 
everything and about nothing specifically. 

We are far from underestimating the importance of questions 
cf nuclear armam ents, which in your letter are linked with the 
problem of space. You know our position with regard to how to 
solve these questions. But as before, nothing points to the 
readiness of the American side to take into account this 
position and open the way out of the present impasse. Banning 
spa ce we apons is _a problem of great importance in its own 
right. To tie it to questions of limiting and reducing nuclear 
arms, which are in fact currently blocked, would be to put 
negotiations on space attack weapons into a sta l emated po s ition 
a s well. At the same time, th e deployment of space attack 
we apons would inevitably lead to a sharp escalation of th e arms 
race on earth too, and would complicate all the more the 
po s s ibility of undertaking _effective measures for limiting and 
reducing armaments in general. We are convinced that such a 
development of ev e nts would s e rve nobody's intere s ts. 

SECb:T~~${T\VE 
e'L; OADR =:::.-. 
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As for space weapons themselves, the emphasis here should, 
of course, not be on studying something. It is necessary to 
reach agreement on practical measures in order to prevent the 
appearance of space attack weapons of any kind. This is also 
what determines the concrete ques~ions put forward by the USSR 
for negotiations, in order to resolve the problem in all its 
aspects and in a radical way. 

We approach these negotiations seriously and responsibly, 
and we expect the same attitude from the American side. If, 
however, for some reason it is difficult for you to give consent 
to such negotiations at the time we suggested, we would have to 
take that into account. It is important that we be in agreement 
that such negotiations are necessary, and that we will conduct 
them without unjustifiable delays. 

In conclusion I wish to emphasize the main point once again. 
There cannot be any doubt that it is more sensible to exclude 
space from military competition in advance, rather than trying 
later on to eliminate the otherwise inevitable, serious and 
perhaps even irreparable damage to stability and security. I 
appeal to you, Mr. President, to look at this whole problem once 
again from this perspective. I would like to hope that you could 
give a positive reply to our proposal, which remains in force. 

Sincerely, 

K. Chernenko. 

Moscow 
July 7, 1984 

51 
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Ilpe 3H.II,8 HTY C08,IvlH8HRHX ill Ta TOB A.Me Pl1K0. 

Barm,rnrToH 

---
8419420 
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YBa;i~er-ari-l rocno.rurn IIpe s11.n,eHT, 9Y lCO _r r RA ATE f/2c:;/ o 
H BP.J1MaTe T.LbHO rrpO'lliTaJI Barne JJJ1C1MO OT 2 IlivJifi C .r. CRa~y OT­

Rp0B8HBO, R llCKa}I B HeM Il0311THBHOrO OTBeTa Ha Barne np8,II.}IO/i\8HJ18 0 

npOB8,II.8HJiM B C8HTn6pe T8KY1.Qero ro,n.a COB87CKO-aMey.I1KaHCKfiX nepero­

BO pOB O npe,II.OTBP8i.l.\81UB1 Mijlli1TapM38.U.lU1 ROC!VJi'-l.8 CKOI'O npocTpaHCTBa. 

K COii\aJ;:etlli .rJ , Ta1wro OTBBTa B ill1ChM8 H8T. 

IlpHXO,IU1'l'CH C,E.e Jla.Tb TMO½ BH.BO,TI,' HeCMOTpR. Ha TO, ti TO Bhl 

cood~aeTe O I'OTOBHOCTH IlPI1CTyID1Tb K neperOBOpaM B BeHe. Be.TU> 113 

fuwero ill1C.1Ma RCHO C}Ie~yeT, 1lTO CwA cor.nacHH yqacTBOB8Th He B TeX 

rreperoBopax, ROTO,PH8 rrpe,II..naraeT ll B ROTOpHX I'OTOBa ytlaCTBOB3Tb 

COB8TCKaR. CTOpoHa. 

HarroMHJO, 11To CoBeTcK0.il: Co.i-::i3 BHCTynae T 3a np:i11-I.F.:TEe cpo1lHHX 

Mep, KOTOpH8 Il03BOTili}IH UH Ha.,n.e~JlO nepeRpHTh BC8 KaBaAH pacnpocTpa­

B.8HMR. roHKn. BOopyr.<eP£½ Ha KOCMOC. C,II.8)I8T:b 8TO MOii;HD, 3anp8T11B Bee 

KOCMil1l8CK118 y;I:LapHH8 cpe,ncTBa, 0 '18M MH Z npe,12,riaraeM npOB8CTrl 

nepeI'OBO,PH, ycTaHOB¼B O,II.HOBpeMeHHO C ilX Ha'1a)IOM MDpaTopnti Ha llC­

ITHTaH~H il pa3B8,PTHBaHne TaKllX cpe~CTB. 

C aMep:vmaHCROli CTOpOHH I'OBOpilTCH O npOB8,II.8HJ1il no cyT.11 .r,eJia 

Be ne _perOBO po.a no KOCMOCy t a KaKOH-TO "KOH0e p8BU½il
11 6e 3 onpe,D.e- .. 

Jl8HEO½ IlOBBCTK.0 ,II.Hfi, TO ecTh pa3I'OBDP 6HJI 6H 060 BC8M 11 BB O '18M 

KOHKp8THO. 

Mht ,II.anehil · OT TOI'O, ~TOOH H8~U0~8HMBaTb 3Ba~e.H.11e BDilpOCOB 

R.,11,8,PHbX BOOpyti<enM}i , :KOTOpbie B filill8M IlliCbMB Y£H3llBaiOTCH C npOCl)lerv:oE 

KOCMDca. Haruy Il03liD;.Il~ Ha6~eT TOI'O, KaK peruaTb 8Til BOnpocu, BH 

3HaeTe. Ho no-npe:rJi. 811\Y H.!1"9.TO He yKa3HBa8T Ha I'OTOBHOCTh aMepm<aH­

CKO:i CTOpOHH y-qeCTh 3Ty 'no3}11~1UO Il OTK.PbITb nyTh ,L)IH BHXO,II.a Il3 

HHH81lLH8I'O Tymma. Sanpeme.H11e KOCM1f9.8CKDI'O opyr.J1R. - caMOCTOH'l'B JibHaR. 

. --8E6-R-ET--
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npo6)IeMa 60}ThIDOil Bar.:.HOCT:0.. IIpncTerHyTL ;Ke ee K (l.18KTR9.8CKB 38.6JIO­

RlipOBaHnI:lJ C8h'i2.C BOnpocaM orpa.HJ1.-qeHnH l1 COKpamePJ1H H,II.8pHHX Boopy­
~81-i.Ell 03Ha1la.JIO du IlOCTaBliTb li neperoBOpH no KOCMOCY B TyillIBOBJlO 

CilTya:u;ruo. B TO ~e BP8MH pa3B8fT1!B3Hll8 KOCMl1~8CROI'O y:uapHoro OPYEflH 
He:a36eiKHo npMBeJio 6u K pe3KoMy c1<a1IBy roH.K:a Boopy/:\eilllit n Ha 38Mll8, 

81I.(8 00}I88 0CJI0R1U1)10 6H B03MOr.:.HOCTb npllHHTllH .netiCTB8BHUX Mep no 

orpaI-1J1tJ.6lli1IO l1 COKpaw.enMIO BOOpyr.:efJI}i B006rqe. Mu y6e]K,Il,8H!1, ~TO 

TaKO e pa 3Bi1Tl18 C06HTI111 He OTBetJ.aJIO 6H 1-illtJ.bliM liHTepecaM. 

~TO KaoaeTCH co6CTB8HHO ROCMlitJ.8CKOrO opyr.J1H, TO rumeHT 3,II.eCh 

.II.OJDKeH, K0B81.JB0, .1J.8)18TbCH Be Ha TOM, l.3.TOOH t:J.T0-T0 Z3Y4-8Tb. Hyii<ll.o 
~oroBapllB8TbCH 0 rrpaKTl1"9.8CKliX Mepax, "9.TOOH He ).I,0ITyCTll Tb Il05ffi}I8-

HI1H y,napBoro KOCMI1tJ.8CKOro opyr.J1Jl JE06HX BM.II.OB. 0TliM l1 onp8).I,8)LqI{)TC.rl 

Te KOH.Kp8THH8 BOilpOCH, KOTDpHe CCCP BH,.ii,.BllHYJl AM rreperoBopoB, 

C T8M "9.T06H npod}leMa pellla JiaCb BO BC8X e e acneKTaX 1-1 pa,Ii,JIBaJibHO. 

06 3T0M, a He O t:J.8M-r&6o llHOM, MH np8,IiJtaraeM B8 CT.H ne pero­

BOph'.. 11 IlpeP..;ne "t!8M !ialllli .TI,8}18I'alJ,llH BCT,P8THTCH sa CTOJIOM neperOBOpOB, 

Hy1rW.O "9.8 TKO yC)I0BliTbCH O npe.li,l\18 Te 8TllX ne perOBO poB. 3Toro 

Tp80J'NT Ba:mOCTb li 8KTyaJibHOCTh npo6JI8MH. 

MH IIO,II.XO,IU1.M K 8Tl1M neperonopaM cepbe 3HO, OTB8TC'I'B8HHO H ~eM 

TaKoro ~e OTHOW8.H11H C aMepnKaHCKOll CT0p0B H. Ec.m1, o,II.HaKo, .UM Bae 

no KaKRM-To np.Ir9..ll l-i arl'i 3aTpy.n.m1. TeJibH0 ,naTh cornacze Ba Tamm nepe­
roBopu B H83BaHHoe HaMM ' Bp8MH, MH BHB.yf.{,u,8.BH 0HJil1 d°H C 3TI1M C'il1TaTb­

CH. BaR..B.O' "9.TOOH y Hae 6HJID cornac:ae' '9.TO T8.Kll8 neperOBOJ)H HYIKHH Ii 

'9.TO MH 6yAeM MX B8CTl1, Ilpli"t!8M 6e3 HeonpaBAaHHO½ 3aT.Hi?~li. 

:B 33KlilO~elrne 8J.I.l8 pa3 xo-qy IlO,TI;tJ.8pKHyTb rJiaBHOe. He MOirc8T 61:iTb 

COMH8J-il1H B TOM, "4TO 6Jiaropa3yMH88 sapaHee liCKJTIO'illTb KOCMOC li3 

ccpe .PH B08HHOro cope p1li1t:J.8 CT Ba, tieM IIOTOM IIHTa TbCH ycTpaHHTb H8.0.36G ;i,:­

HbT1~i B npOTllBHOM c;zy-qae cephe 3HIBt, a M0r.Z8T _6HTb H HerronpaBllMillI 

- Ylll8 po CTaO11JibH0CTl1 .¼ 6e 3onacHOCT}l. H Ilp113HB3IO Bao, rocno;urn 

Ilpe 3JUI.8HT, eQe pa3 B3I'MHYTb Ha BCIO npo6JieMy ITOA 3TllM yr}I?!✓• speI-IBH. 

AOT8)10C1 OH H8.II.8HT-hC.rl, · 11TO BH CMOr.-:eTe ,TI,aT:o Il03i-l T11BHI::U{ OTB8T Ba 

Harne rrpe~11o ;ieill1e, KOTOpoe DCTaeTCH B CJ1)18. 

K. 1IEPh.Kr-=.KO 

rviocKBa 

7 ZKJM 1984 ro,TI.a 




