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NSC: BEMIS COBB WAC ERMA LEDSKY OAKL RODM ROSS STK
<DIST>PRT: SIT
SIT: EOB VAX NSJHO

<PREC> IMMEDIATE <CLAS>» SECRET <0OSRI> RUEHC # <DTG> ©90145Z JUN 87
FM SECSTATE WASHDC

TO RUEHMOAMEMBASSY MOSCOW IMMEDIATE 6103

INFO RUEHCM/USDEL SECRETARY IMMEDIATE 275@

RUSBKB. AMEMBASSY KABUL IMMEDIATE 3i29

RUEHIL » AMEMBASSY ISLAMABAD IMMEDIATE 92¢3

<SUBJ:> SUBJECT: ARMACOST-DUBININ EXCHANGE ON AFGHANISTAN
REF) STATE 159195
CTEXT>
o Rempwefo STATE 175525 TOSEC 100063
EXDIS
E.O0 12356: DECL: OADR
TAGS: PREL, UR, XD, AF
SUBJECT: ARMACOST-DUBININ EXCHANGE ON AFGHANISTAN

REF) STATE 1598195

1. Wl - ENTIRE TEXT).

2. DURING THE COURSE OF A JUNE 8 MEETING WITH UNDER
SECRETARY ARMACOST ON OTHER ISSUES (SEPTELS), SOVIET
AMBASSADOR DUBININ RAISED AFGHANISTAN.' ALSO PRESENT WERE
SOVIET EMBASSY MINISTER-COUNSELOR OLEG SOKOLOV, A SOVIET
EMBASSY INTERPRETER, EUR 'S50V ACTING DIRECTOR EVANS,
EUR/50V REGIONAL AFFAIRS OFFICER FRIED AND P STAFFER
STEINFELD.

3. DUBININ SAID HE WISHED TO DRAW ARMACOST' S ATTENTION
TO GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV' S MAY 2@ INTERVIEW IN
"LTUNITA, © IN WHICH GORBACHEV INTER ALIA HAD REFERRED TO
THE POSSIBILITY OF PARTICIPATION BY EX-KING ZAHIR SHAH IN
THE "NATIONAL RECONCILIATION' PROCESS. DUBININ NOTED
THAT THE QUESTION OF THE KING S ROLE IN NATIONAL
RECONCILIATION HAD COME UP DURING VARIQOUS DISCUSSIONS OF
AF GHANISTAN, INCLUDING U. S. -SOVIET EXCHANGES, AND THAT
GORBACHEV' 5 HANDLING OF THE ISSUE MARKED " MOVEMENT,
TURTHER DEVELOPMENT"” OF THE SOVIET POSITION

4. ARMACOST RESPONDEDR THAT THE U. S. INDEED HAD NQTED
GORBACHEV' S "L UNITA"” REMARKS ON AFGHANISTAN. WE
WELCOMED THE DEVELOPMENT OF SOVIET THINKING ON THE
QUESTION OF A POSSIBLE ROLE FOR THE EX-KING. IT REMAINED
UNCLEAR, HOWEVER, WHAT ROLE THE USSR HAD IN MIND FOR THE
KING TO PLAY: SIMPLY AS A PARTICIPANT OR AS ORGANIZER OF
THE RECONCILIATION PROCESS? IN THE U.S. VIEW, IT WAS
UNLIKELY THAT NAJIB COULD BE AN EFFECTIVE AGENT OF
RECONCILIATION AS HE REMAINED A PARTISAN OF THE CIVIL WAR
IN AFGHANISTARN. THE QUESTION WAS HOW TO ORGANIZE A
PROCESS OF GENUINE RECONCILIATION., A FIGURE OF GENUINE
NEUTRALITY, OBJECTIVITY AND A CREDIBLE REPUTATION wOULD
LIKELY HAVE TO PLAY A CENTRAL ROLE IN ORGANIZING A NEwW,
INTERIM ARRANGEMENT, IT wOuULD BE OF CONSIDERABLE
INTEREST TO THE U. S. IF GORBACHEV' S STATEMENT IN
"L?UNITA" REFLECTED RECOGNITION THAT THE KING COULD PLAY
THIS SPECIAL ROLE.

5. DUBININ REJOINED THAT ONLY THE AFGHANS THEMSELVES
COULD ASS5IGN ROLES FOR THIS OR THAT FIGURE IN THE
NATIONAL RECONCILIATION PROCESS OR IN A COALITION
GOVERNMENT. THE SOVIET UNION SOUGHT TO CONTRIBUTE TO
MOVING THIS PROCESS FORWARD. IT WAS IN THE INTERESTS OF
THIS PROCESS THAT AS FEW WEAPONS AS POSSIBLE SHOULD BE
ALLOWED TO GET INTO THE HANDS OF THOSE FORCES WHO WERE
STANDING IN THE WAY OF THIS PROCESS.

6. MOSCOW MINIMIZE CONSIDERED. WHITEHEAD wEGCLASSIFIED i RELEASED
NLS F9:s < lABls 4
3Y _dal MARA, DATE R/aziaz.
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<SUBJ>SUBJECT:

<TEXT>

TR Bt [ S| ANIABAD

NODIS

E. 0. 1z2356:

TAGS:

2. AMBAES ADOR' S JUNE

ZIiA COMMENTS ON NUCLEAR ISSUE

12658

DECL: DADR
PREL, MNUC, PK
SUBJECT:

ZIA COMMENTS ON NUCLEAR ISSUE
1. ko™ ENTIRE TEXT,

16 FAREWELL CALL WIiTH PRESIDENT

CONCLUDED WITH A CIRCULAR REITERATION OF U. 5 AND PaAK
POSITIONS, AMBASSADOR, TERMING THE MUCLEAR DILEMMA AS

WITHOUT
FPROGR &AM

3. PRESIDENT
PAKISTAN 5 NUCLEAR PROGRAM

AF GHANI SETAN,
COULD MAKE

I

HE NOTED AND ZIA AGREED

IT IS UNLIKELY PAKISTANI AID
T THROUGH CONGRESE,

!

ZIA AGAIN STRESSING

LIKE A GREEK TRAGEDY WHOSE DENOUEMENT WILL COME IN FALL
1888, URGED ZIA TO : : R i

WHOL EHE ARTEDL Y,

E

<CL AS> SECRET <O0OSRI> RUEHIL <D7G> 1110662 JUN 87

FOIAG) (£ )

FOIA®) (] )

Redacted—-———-- Redacted—--—---—Redacled Redacted Redacted Redacted— Redacted---—— —Redacted Redacted-
——————— Redacted Redacted Redacted -Redacted : Redacted—--—-—Redacte Redacted. Redacted--——-—Redacted
Redacted—-—------Redacted———-—--Redacted---—-—--—Redacted-——~——-Redacted Redacted Redacted-——-----Redacted Redacted
______ —— Redartad___ Dot i - - - P ntn A

L Lol o watas Jov-iiid

4, AMBASSADOR CLOSED BY EXPRESSING APPRECIATION FOR HIS
IN DEPTH DISCUSSIONS ON THE NUCLEAR ISSUE -- BDTH SIDES
NOW HAVE A BETTER APPRECIATION OF EACH OTHER' S

CONCERNS.
CANDOR WITH
MCCARTHY

<SECT>SECTION: B1 OF g1

ZIA RECIPROCATED, NOTING APPRECIATION FOR THE
WHICH THE AMBASSADOR PRESENTED USGE VIEWS.,

DECLASSIFIED IN PART
NLS E L~ 128/ 1 W4

By .., NARA, Date M
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“PREC> IMMEDRIATE < CLAS- SECRET <OSRI> RUEHIL -DTG> 1108377 JUN 87
FM AMEMBASSY ISLAMABAD
TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 8447

N OO

~SUBJ>SUBJECT: AMEASSADOR'S FAREWELL CALL ON PRESIDENT ZIA
<TEXT>

QEE=TCT>fefi® SECTION @1 OF @2 ISLAMABAD 12638

NODIS . |

E.O. 12356: DECL: OADR :

TAGS: PREL, MNUC, MASS, AF., PHK

SUBJECT: AMBASSADOR’ S FAREWELL CALL ON PRESIDENT ZIA

N 1. spemxet ENTIRE TEXT.
2. AMBASSADOR MET WITH PRESIDENT FOR NEARLY FIFTY
0 MINUTES JUNE 10 PRIOR TO DINNER (HOSTED BY PRESIDENT IN
HONOR OF THE HINTONS) . THIS CABLE SUMMARIZES
D HIGHL IGHTS. SEPTELS REFORT DETAILS.
3. ON AFGHANISTAN, PRESIDENT AGREED WITH AMBASSADOR' S
l GENERAL CATEGORIZATION OF THE WAR, AND UNLIKELIHOOD OF
S SIGNIFICANT PROGRESS BEFORE FALL. AMBASSADOR STRESSED
IMPORTANCE OF MAINTAINING POLITICAL, MILITARY AND
DIPLOMATIC PRESSURE. PRESIDENT GENERALLY AGREED, BUT
SAID HE DID NOT SEE HOPE FOR PROGRESS BEFORE 19B8. HE

BELIEVES THE WAR WILL FINALLY BE RESOLVED WHEN THERE IS
A CLEARER OVERALL UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN PRESIDENT REAGAN
AND GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV.

4. ZIA SEES THE WAR GOING WELL AND AGREES THE PRESSURE
MUST BE MAINTAINED -- INDEED AT ONE POINT HINTED
MILITARY PRESSURE COULD INCREASE SLIGHTLY. HE SAID

THERE IS NO DIFFERENCE IN THE GOVERNMENT ON OVERALL

POLICY, THOUGH, SPEAKING PERSONALLY, -HE WOULD PREFER

GREATER EMPHASIS ON INCREASED HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE --

INCLUDING MORE PR. ZIA DOUBTS CORDOVEZ WILL CONVENE

ANOTHER ROUND UNTIL HE HAS CLEAR SIGNALS FROM ALL

PARTIES, INCLUDING THE U. S. AND SOVIET UNION, THAT THE

NEXT ROUND CAN LEAD TO A FOLLOW ON ROUND OR SUCCESS.

ZIA HAD HIGH PRAISE FOR ARMAND HAMMER AND, WHILE AWARE : FtnAa»Y‘ )
OF THE PITFALLS, FINDS HIS INDEPENDENT EFFORT WORKING

ALONG FAVORABLE LINES.

N OO 2=

B REQacIeQ--—"~REuaticu
Redacted Redacted Redacted-—------Redacted Redacted Redacted-------—-- Redacted Redacted Redacte -
—-——-Redacted——---—-Redacted- Redacted. Redacted-—-—---— Redacted. Redacted. Redacted Redacted: Redacted
Redacted Redacted Redacted---—-------Redacted Redacted Redacted-------—-Redacted Redacted Redacte -
--——--—Redacted---—---—Redacted Redacted Redacted-—--—---- Redacted. Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted
Redacted Redacted Redacted---———Redacted Redacted Redacted------—--, Redacted---—------ Redacted—-——--, Redacted---——----—
-reeeme—-Redacted--------—Redacted Redacted Redacted-----— —Redacted Redacted Redacted. Redacted. Redacted
Redacted Redacted--% Redacted--——--- -—Redacted. Redacted- » Redacted ———————— Redacted Redacted Redacted-m——mm-——
----------- Redacted---—---—-Redacted Redacted .--Redacted-—--—-—-Redacted- Redacted: Redacted Redacted. Redacted
Redacted Redacted Redacted--—---—Redacted Redacted Redacted——-- —Redacted. Redacted Redacted—-—-—m—m-
----------- Redacted---———Redacted Redacted- Redacted————Redacted--—--—-Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted
Y $ABSENT RESTRAINT, HOWEVER, HE
FO'A(b)(;‘§ FORESAW THE NUCLEAR ISSUE AS HAVING ELEMENTS OF ‘A GREEK
DECLASSIFIED !N PART
. y99/ 9 B2

NLS - i
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TRAGEDY, THE DENOUEMENT OF wHICH WOULD COME IN 19885 --

o dactod—————Redacted-————Redacted Redacted-——--—

Redacted———— Redacted Redacted- Redacted Redacted

Redacted——---—— Redacted--——---— Redacted-—-----—--- Redacted

eeme—m-Redacte d---——--- Redacted-------—- Redactec Redacted: Redacted-——-—-

ot PR , - 4 o e - Dadantod e

[P »;UJ Podorfart . Prardantad . e DR R B B ’ .
DURING THE MEETING, AND AT DINNER IN A LENGTHY TOAST
| EXTOLLING THE AMBASSADOR AND MRS. HINTON, THE PRESIDENT Frnﬂﬁﬂ(l»
ALS0 STRESSED HIS HIGH REGARD FOR THE SUPPORT PRESIDENT R
S REAGAN HAS GIVEN PAKISTAN, CALLING THE PRESIDENT ONE OF
THE GREAT STATESMEN OF OUR TIMES.
8. COMMENT: ORIGINALLY SCHEDULED AS A 15 MINUTE
COURTESY CALL, THE PRESIDENT ENTERED INTO THE “.
SUBSTANTIVE DISCUSSION WITH GUSTO AND TWICE WAVED OFF
HIS AIDE WHO CAME IN TO SIGNAL THEOTHER GUESTS WERE
WAITING. HE STATED HIS VIEWS FRANKLY —- AS ALWAYS,
WHAT WAS NOTICEABLE THIS TIME WAS HIS SEVERAL REFERENCES
TO HIS "PERSONAL" VIEWS -~ AS JUXTAPOSED AGAINST THAT OF
THE “GOVERNMENT" -- ANOTHER SIGN OF THE SIGNIFICANT o
METAMORPHCSIS THAT HAS TAKEN PLACE IN PAKISTAN OVER THE EEMQ&%Q,x

LAST THREE AND A WALF v srs. S
regacied GG \CuaulgU----—-~-—-reudcied " Reaaci Regacteg--—--—--=== reqaacte Keqgacreo neuauLou=--

— OO

--------- Redacted———---—--Redacted Redacted ~Redacted- Redacted Redacted- Redacted-————Redaéted————Redacted
Redacted Redacted Redacted--------——Redacted Redacted Redacted----------- Redacted. Redacted Redacted--------<--
Redacted Redacted: Redacted Redacted—--——Redacted-— Redacted Redacted-—--—------Redacted—-——Redacted

) g!..!!!.!E!!EgE:!.Egg!%%%%%5555%%!%$!=;§:;URE1GN —

MINISTER AND MFA DG TOUQIR HUSSAIN. PARTICIPANTS ON
U.S. SIDE INCLUDED AMBASSADOR, DCM AND POLCOUNSELOR.
119, SUGGEST THE DEPARTMENT PASS BEIJING, KABUL, LONDON,
MOSCOW, NEW DELHI AND RIYADH. MCCARTHY

ZSECT>SECTION: @1 OF ©2 -SSN- 2638 «<TOR>» 87@611113227 MSGBUE@E171718347
<SECT>SECTION: @2 OF 02 -SSN» 2638 <TOR> B7061:1132486 MSGEOE171718366

CN— OO

[P Ll vewe K aven o

~SECRET-



RONALD W. REAGAN LIBRARY

THIS FORM MARKS THE FILE LOCATION OF ITEM NUMBER ? — q LISTED ON THE
. L]

WITHDRAWAL SHEET AT THE FRONT OF THIS FOLDER.




LN— <1 NH=—T><IM =T ><M

L—COoO <M

~GONFHBENTHAL
WHITE HOUSE SITUATION ROOM

LECLASSIFIED [ RELEASED

PAGE 01 OF B4 NLS F2e~/m% /1 4%

PRT: SIT BY «Ead | NARA, DATE B.2Fiac
SIT: EOB VAX NSJHO

<PREC? IMMEDIATE <CLAS? €ONFtIENF+At <DTG? 1168417 JUN 87
FM AMEMBASSY ISLAMABAD

TO RUEHC/SECSTATE WASHDC [MMEDIATE 8449
INFO RUSBKB/AMEMBASSY KABUL 5678
RUEHMO/AMEMBASSY MOSCOW 4139
RUSBPW/AMCONSUL PESHAWAR 8581

L—g—N—F—t—p—fN—F—t—A~e SECTION 81 OF 62 ISLAMABAD 12639
EXDIS KHYBER: S/S - FOR EXDIS KHYBER DISTRIBUTION
E.0. 12356: DECL:OADR

TAGS: PREL, PK

SUBJECT: AFGHANISTAN

1. CONkboENd-At ENTIRE TEXT.

7BEGIN SUMMARY?

2.  SUMMARY:. PRESIDENT Z1A TOLD AMBASSADOR DURING
PRE-DEPARTURE MEETING JUNE 16 THAT HE DOES NOT FORESEE
WAR ENDINGE THIS YEAR -- PERHAPS NEXT YEAR, BUT ONLY
AFTER THERE 1S A CLEARER UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN PRESIDENT
REAGAN AND GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV. ZIA AGREES ON
THE NEED TO MAINTAIN POLITICAL, MILITARY AND DIPLOMATIC
PRESSURE. HE EXPECTS CORDOVEZ WOULD ONLY CONVENE
ANOTHER ROUND IF HE HAS ASSURANCES FROM ALL PARTIES,
INCLUDING THE U.S. AND USSR THAT THE TALKS WOULD BEt
SUCCESSFULLY CONCLUDED -- OR AT LEAST LEAD TO ANOTHER
ROUND. HE WOULD LIKE TO SEE MORE PUBLICITY FOR
HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE, BUT UNDERSCORED THIS IS A
DECISION FOR THE "GOVERNMENT". Z1A WAS QUITE STRUCK BY
ARMAND HAMMER'S GRASP OF THE SITUATION, NOTING HE
APPEARS RIGHT ON TRACK. END SUMMARY

7END SUMMARY?

3. THE AMBASSADOR BEGAN BY INDICATING THE GENERAL
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OUTLOOK WAS ENCOURAGING. BUT "NOW THE SOVIETS HAVE US
WAITING" FOR THEIR NEXT MOVE. THE DIPLOMATIC ARENA IS
CALM; FIGHTING INSIDE THE COUNTRY IS PICKING UP. HE
SAID THE U.S. VIEW IS THAT, IF WE CAN MAINTAIN POLITICAL
AND MILITARY PRESSURE, IT'S POSSIBLE THAT OUR OBJECTIVES
CAN BE -ACHIEVED.

4. OVERALL, ZI!A AGREED WITH THIS APPRAISAL, NOTING THAT
THE ONLY DIFFERENCE MAY BE SOME SMALL ONE ON OVERALL
PERSPECTIVE. HE DID NOT FORESEE RESOLUTION OF
AFGHANISTAN IN 1987. WHILE THERE MAY BE A "REASONABLY
GOOD UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE U.S. AND SOVIET UNION" ON
THE IMPLICATIONS OF AFGHANISTAN, A SOLUTION WILL ONLY
COME WHEN THERE 1S CLEARER UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE
HEADS OF THE TWO SUPERPOWERS ON HOW TO REACH A
SETTLEMENT.

5. I1A SEES POLITICAL, MILITARY, ECONOMIC AND
HUMANITARIAN ASPECTS GOING IN FAVOR OF THE RESISTANCE,
AND NO REASON WHY IN THE NEXT FEW MONTHS THESE TRENDS
CANNOT IMPROVE. HE SAID THE JUNEJO GOVERNMENT SHARES
HiS SUPPORT FOR THE RESISTANCE. HE ALSO SUGGESTED HE
FAVORS A SLIGHT INCREASE IN MILITARY SUPPORT.
NEVERTHELESS, THE KEY ON THE POLITICAL LEVEL, HE FELT,

WILL BE TALKS BETWEEN REAGAN AND GORBACHEY,

6. ON THE GENEVA PROCESS, ZIA EXPECTS CORDOVEZ WILL NOT
CONVENE ANOTHER ROUND UNLESS HE IS 96 PERCENT (IF NOT
196 PERCENT) SURE THE NEXT ROUND WILL SHOW SOME REAL
SUCCESS (MEASURED AS OVERALL AGREEMENT OR AT LEAST
AGREEMENT ON A SUBSEQUENT ROUND). FOR CORDOVEZ 70O MOVE
FORWARD, HE WILL NEED ASSURANCES FROM ALL PARTIES,
INCLUDING THE U.S. AND USSR

7. ON HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE, THE PRESIDENT AGREED
WITH THE AMBASSADOR THAT THERE WAS MORE THAT COULD BE
DONE AND HERE NOTED HIS DIFFERENCE WITH THE PRIME
MINISTER "I WOULD GO WHOLE HOG." ZIA ALSO SAID HE




CNH—OO><rmM N—OO><IrmM N =T ><IT1

e TO IT1

~EHRFTDENTTAL
WHITE HOUSE SITUATION ROOM

PAGE 63 OF @4

THOUGHT MORE PUBLICITY woULD BE HELPFUL, BUT AGAIN NOTED
THE PM DIFFERED.

8. ARMAND HAMMER -- BUILDING ON AMBASSADOR'S COMMENT
THAT THE SECRETARY WITH SHEVARDNADZE, AND THE PRESIDENT
WITH GORBACHEY, WILL STRESS NEED FOR PROGRESS ON
REGIONAL ISSUES AS WELL AS NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT, ZI1A
BRIEFED AMBASSADOR ON ARMAND HAMMER’S JUST COMPLETED
YISIT. Z1A SAYS HE HAD BEEN HIGHLY IMPRESSED BY
HAMMER’ S KNOWLEDGE OF EVENTS, OBJECTIVES AND
PERSONALITIES. HIS FOCUS IS "DEAD RIGHT." HAMMER SAID
ALL HIS EFFORTS WERE TO CONVINCE GORBACHEV THAT AFGHAN
SOLUTION IS OF UTMOST IMPORTANCE TO U.S. - SOVIET
RELATIONS -- IF A SETTLEMENT COULD BE REACHED BEFORE A
SUMMIT, THAN THE WAY WOULD BE CLEARED FOR FAR REACHING
SUCCESS AT THE SUMMIT. EVEN WITHOUT AGREEMENT
BEFOREHAND, THE SUMMIT COULD SET THE STAGE FOR AN AFGHAN
SETTLEMENT. HAMMER'S OTHER OBJECTIVE HAS BEEN TO HELP
FRAME SOVIET THINKING ON THE PARAMETERS OF AN ACCEPTABLE
INTERIM GOVERNMENT IN KABUL. HAMMER IS PLAYING THE
LAHIR SHAH CARD HARD.

BT
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TAGS: PREL, PK

SUBJECT: AFGHANISTAN

9. DURING HIS VISIT LAST FALL, HAMMER MET WITH A
REPRESENTATIVE OF PIR GAILANI. THIS TIME, THE GOP
ARRANGED FOR HIM TO MEET RABBANI AND GAILAKI, BOTH OF
WHOM GAVE GOOD PRESENTATIONS -- FAVORABLE TO GOP’S
VIEWPOINT. WHILE ACKNOWLEDGING AMBASSADOR'S EXPRESSION
0F USG SKEPTICISM ABOUT HAMMER'S EFFORT, Z|A SAID HE HAD
READ COPIES OF HAMMER'S LETTERS TO AND FROM PRESIDENT
REAGAN AND PM THATCHER, AND TO GORBACHEV -- THE LATTER

~GONEBENTHAL



NH—TO><rmM N =M NI >M

LN —CTTI > M

PAGE 04 OF 04

WAS "FANTASTIC."

BOHFHDENTHAL
WHITE HOUSE SITUATION ROOM

LIA SEES HAMMER AS ON THE RIGHT PATH.

16. KABUL AND KNOSCOW MINIMIZE CONSIDERED. MCCARTHY

BT
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TAGS: PREL, MNUC. MASS, AF, PK
SUBJECT: AMBASSADOR'S FAREWELL CALL ON PRESIDENT Z1A
1. SEGREP ENTIRE TEXT.
7. AMBASSADOR MET WITH PRESIDENT FOR NEARLY FIFTY
MINUTES JUNE 18 PRIOR TO DINNER (HOSTED BY PRESIDENT IN
HONOR OF THE HINTONS). THIS CABLE SUMMARIZES
HIGHLIGHTS. SEPTELS REPORT DETAILS.
3. ON AFGHANISTAN PRESIDENT AGREED WITH AMBASSADOR'S
CENERAL CATEGORIZATION OF THE WAR, AND UNLIKELIHOOD OF
SIGNIFICANT PROGRESS BEFORE FALL. AMBASSADOR STRESSED
' MPORTANCE OF MAINTAINING POLITICAL, MILITARY AND
DIPLOMATIC PRESSURE. PRESIDENT GENERALLY AGREED, BUT
SAID HE DID NOT SEE HOPE FOR PROGRESS BEFORE 1988. HE
BELIEVES THE WAR WILL FINALLY BE RESOLVED WHEN THERE 1S
A CLEARER OVERALL UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN PRESIDENT REAGAN
AND GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV.
£, I1A SEES THE WAR 'GOING WELL AND AGREES THE PRESSURE
MUST BE MAINTAINED -- INDEED AT ONE POINT HINTED
KILITARY PRESSURE COULD INCREASE SLIGHTLY. HE SAID
THERE 1S NO DIFFERENCE [N THE GOVERNMENT ON OVERALL
POLICY, THOUGH, SPEAKING PERSONALLY, HE WOULD PREFER
CREATER EMPHASIS ON INCREASED HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE --
INCLUDING MORE PR. ZIA DOUBTS CORDOVEZ WILL CONVENE
ANOTHER ROUND UNTIL HE HAS CLEAR SIGNALS FROM ALL
DECLASSIFIED IN PART
s 2o~ /Q.?H;E”’
By_-liat _ NARA, Date /2276
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PARTIES. INCLUDING THE U.S. AND SOVIET UNION, THAT THE
NEXT ROUND CAN LEAD TO A FOLLOW ON ROUND OR SUCCESS.
CETA HAD HIGH PRAISE FOR ARMAND HAMMER AND, WHILE AWARE
OF THE PITFALLS, FINDS HIS INDEPENDENT EFFORT WORKING

ALONG £ . | : “OlAl)
AVORABLE LiNES. w . FOIAB (/)
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soisy ( ) RIS, ::5:7 RiSTRAIRT, HOWEVER, HE
* " FORESAW THE NUCLEAR ISSUE AS HAVING ELEMERTS OF A GREEK FORB (1)
TRAGEDY, THE DENOUEMENT OF WHICH WOULD COME IN 1889 -- -

---------- Redacted—-——Redacted-—-—Redacted—---—---Redacted Redacted Redacted —Redacted Redacted-—-——--—-Redacted
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RedaCte 0w —emmeRedaCtemenernen —Redacted Redactsd Redacted———- Redacted-————Redacted Redacted Redacte -
PR A Rananter— —Radantar e RANAC A e Redacted- - Rerartaro - —Rodortod. . Radsctar. ——_ Reriactad
I 4}. DURITNG THE MEETING AND AT DINNER IN A LENGTHY TOAST
E EXTOLLING THE AMBASSADOR AND MRS, HINTON, THE PRESIDENT
S ALSO STRESSED HIS HIGH REGARD FOR THE SUPPORT PRESIDENT
REAGAN HAS GIVEN PAKISTAN, CALLING THE PRESIDENT ONE OF
THE GREAT STATESMEN OF OUR TIMES.
8. COMMENT. ORIGINALLY SCHEDULED AS A 15 MINUTE
N COURTESY CALL, THE PRESIDENT ENTERED INTO THE
0 SUBSTANTIVE DISCUSSTON WITH GUSTO AND TWICE WAVED OFF
0 HiS AIDE WHO CAME IN TO SIGNAL THEOTHER GUESTS WERE
| WAITING. HE STATED HIS VIEWS FRANKLY -- AS ALWAYS.
S WHAT WAS NOTICEABLE THIS TIME WAS HIS SEVERAL REFERENCES
T0 HIS "PERSONAL" VIEWS -- AS JUXTAPOSED AGAINST THAT OF
THE "GOYERNMENT™ -- ANOTHER SIGN OF THE SIGNIFICANT
N METAMORPHOSIS THAT HAS TAKEN PLACE IN PAKISTAN OYER THE ngﬁggi;
0 LAST THREE AND A HALF YEARS. e S ;; : - :"' . .

- Redacted Redacted Redacted- Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted———-————-—Redacted Redacted
———————— Redacted-—--—-—-Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted. Redacted Redacted Redacted-——-—-—Redacted
Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted-—-—--- —Redacted Redacted.
——-—Redacted Redacted. Redacted--—-—---- Redacied Redacted Redacted Redacted. Redacted-—--—- —-Redacted
Redacted Redacted. Redacted- Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted-—---—--- Redacted. Redacted

mmem—Redacted. Redacted. Redacted-——---—Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted-—-——---Redacted
Redacted: Redacted. Redacted- Redacted. Redacted Redacted Redacted--———- —Redacted Redacted
—emmmemem—Redacted————Redacte d-——--— Redacted—---—— Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted-----———Redacted
Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted--—--—-—Redacted Redacted

9. THLE PRESIDENT WAS ACCOMPANIED EY THE FOREIGN
MINISTER AND MFA DG TOUOIR KHUSSAIN. - PARTICIPANTS ON
U.S. SIDE [NCLUDED AMBASSADGOR, DCM AND POLCOUNSELOR.
110, SUGGEST THE DEPARTMENT PASS BEIJING, KABUL, LONDOL,
MOSCOW, NEW DELHI AND RIYADH. NCCARTHY '
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Pakistan and India React to A. Q. Khan's
Nuclear Bomb Statement

Summary

A. Q. Khan, a leading Pakistani nuclear
scientist, allegedy told an Indian journalist earlier
this year that Pakistan has a nuclear bomb. The
statement has pushed to the forefront of public and
private debate in India and Pakistan an issue that
significantly effects their defense strategies,

economies, and foreign relations. It also has resulted
in increased criticism of the United States in both
countries.

Pakistan's immediate reaction has been to deny
Khan made such a direct statement. Pakistan's official
position is that publication of the interview was timed
and slanted to hurt Pakistan's chances during current
US Congressional hearings for a new aid package.
President Zia maintains that Pakistan's nug¢lear program
is peaceful and not geared toward weapons production.
Zia probably believes that US security concerns in the
region -~ particularly Afghanistan -~ will override
reservations Washington has over Pakistani nuclear
aspirations. Most of the Pakistani public and press is
in favor of nuclear weapons development and some
encourage the government to do so openly.
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Indian Prime Minister Gandhi has ordered a
reassessment of Pakistan's nuclear capability buF has
not publicly endorsed an Indian weapons program 1in the
wake of Khan's interview. We believe Western press
reports and Indian intelligence assessments were more
important than the interview in provoking the

investigation. Pressure from the Indian Parliament
almost certainly ensures the nuclear issue will receive

high government priority through the spring legislative
- séssion. Khan's assertions and the upcoming US
Congressional vote on aid to Pakistan have led to a
spate of articles and commentaries in the Indian press
blaming the United States for making possible
Pakistan's nuclear achievements and arguing that India

should start a weapons program. Public opinion mirrors
the press's hawkish stand. ’i

* Kk Kk Kk * k %

On 1 March the London Observer published an interview by an
Indian journalist of A.Q. Khan, head of Pakistan's uranium
enrichment plant. 1In that interview Khan reportedly said
Pakistan had produced weapons grade uranium and had a nuclear
bomb. These claims have caused a flurry of press and government
reactions in India and Pakistan and has forced both governments
to address publicli and privately the guestion of nuclear weapons

in South Asia.

Pakigtani Reactions

Pakistanis have reacted defensively to the A.Q. Khan
interview. Government spokesmen have charged India with
misrepresenting and distorting Khan's statements and timing the
release of the interview to hurt Pakistan's chances for obtaining
a proposed $4.02 billion, six-year aid package from the United
States. Pakistani officials have denied repeatedly that Pakistan
has anything but a peaceful nuclear program and say they are
prepared to accept any global or regional agreements that will
' keep the region free of nuclear weapons. Mushahid Hussain, the
editor of the Muslim, who set up the interview with Dr. Khan,
resigned from his post on 4 March. The Muslim printed its
version of the interview on 1 March, but it did not ote Khan as
saying Pakistan possessed the bomb.

Pakistani government leaders appear particularly embarrassed
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that an Indian reporter could have obtained an interview W1th
Khan with the assistance of a prominent Pakistani j

I'sTamabad appears to be trying to deflect the negative
publicity from the interview by stressing close US-Pakistani ties
and Pakistan's role in an Afghan settlement, repeating familiar
policy statements and proposals on easing the nuclear
controversy, and emphasizing the discriminatory nature of the
Symington Ammendment which has not been applied to Israel or
India. told a US diplomat
that by printing the interview, the Muslim was trying to harm
Islamabad's relations with Washington and alter Pakistan's Afghan
policy. Other Pakistani officials have recommended to the
Foreign Ministry that it repeat assurances to US policymakers of
the peaceful nature of Islamabad's nuclear program, express
Pakistan's willingness to explore solutions to nuclear
proliferation with India, and stress the strategic importance of
Pakistan to the United States.

Who Was Behind the A.0. Khan Interview?

Theories abound throughout Pakistan on the "real" reasons
behind the Khan interview. Government spokesmen have pointed the
finger at India and unnamed "unfriendly" countries as having
concocted the interview with a view to embarrassing Pakistan and
damaging its relations with the United States. They give as
evidence the fact that the publication of the article was delayed
almost two weeks' causing it to be published just before the US
aid hearings. The Muslim is a newspaper that is often critical
of the government and its close relations with the United States.
Some independent and opposition politicians have suggested that

the interview was the result of high-level Pakistani Government
* intrigue designed to signal both Washington and New Delhi that
Islamabad is determined to continue its nuclear program. _

r in Islamabad

1scounts rumors
working with the Indian government, delayed publication of the
interview to coincide with Congressional aid hearings on
Pakistan. Instead, the Embassy attributed the delay to the fact
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that Nayyar, who entered Pakistan on 22 or 23 Januaryv and
apparently interviewed Khan shortly after arriving, did not
return to new Delhi until sometime between 12 and 14 February,
thus delaying the interview's publication to March 1.

We cannot dismiss the possibility that the disclosures were
a secret Pakistani Government operation that went off-track. In
our view, a journalist could not get to Khan, one of the most
well-~guarded men in Pakistan, without official permission.

"TIslamabad may have wanted the January interview to serve as a

warning to India at . a time when it was conducti a large
military exercise near the Pakistani border. ‘
told US diplomats in

government may have wanted to indicate to New Delhi that the
exercises could accelerate development of a Pakistani nuclear
device.

A more likely explanation, in our view, is that Khan was
more than willing to boast about Pakistan's nuclear capabilities,
given his past tendency to speak out on the subject. 1In 1984,
for example, he publicly claimed that Pakistan had mastered .
enrichment technology and could produce weapons-grade uranium.
Later that year, he again made headlines by saying Pakistan could
manufacture a hydrogen bomb.

may have deliberately egged on Khan by challenging
him with a statement by a leading Indian nuclear scientist that
Pakistan had neither the men nor the material with which to have
a successful nuclear program.

It now appears that Khan did not actually say "Pakistan has

the bomb." m that the London
Observer had done a bad editing job on the interview. According

_the story should have read as it did in the Muslim:
Pakistan has the bomb. Mr. A.Q. Khan would not actually say

that, but what he told me should be enough testimony."

claims to be very concerned about Hussain and is convince e US

Government had a hand in Hussain's downfall because the Muslim

often prints anti-American articles.

In the wake of the Khan interview, President Zia has talked

candidly about Pakistan's nuclear program. In a-recent interview -

with Time magazine, he acknowledged that Pakistan has the ability
to build the bomb "whenever it wishes," although he emphasized
there is no intention to make nuclear weapons. We believe that
Zia's remarks are an effort to repair the damage done to Pakistan
by Khan's remarks. He likely realizes that his repeated denials
about the nuclear program no longer hold water in Washington and

4
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that being more open about the issue ~-- while still denying that
Pakistan is actually building a bomb or producing weapons grade
uranium -~ may help restore Islamabad's image. Zia's interview
also suggests he is counting on the convergence of US and
Pakistani security interests -- particularly in Afghanistan =-- to
override Washington's concerns about the nuclear issue. He
predicted that the US Congress "will look to the higher national
interest rather than Pakistan's tiddly-widdly nuclear program."

Indian Reactions

In our view the Indian government's response to the Khan
article has been restrained. The government's approach probably
is an effort to cultivate a public image of responsible behavior
-- deliberately weighing Indian nuclear policy options in the
face of both the Khan statements and Western press reports that
Pakistan has made significant progress in its weapons program. A
Foreign Ministry spokesman announced four days after the
publication of Khan's interview that Prime Minister Gandhi was
ordering his Defense and Foreign Ministries to reassess
Pakistan's nuclear capabilities, but the spokesman rebuked a
Pakistani journalist who asked if Khan's remarks would lead India

to sreveal its oyn atom boub.” NN
T [ ndia may have been warned abou e story and wou
have had time to prepare a measured response.

We believe that Gandhi's personal statements reflect his
government's restraint. He did not portray the Khan statements
as the evidence needed to push New Delhi to nuclear weapons,
although in the past he has stated publicly that, India could
build a nuclear weapon within months after receiving compelling
evidence that Pakistan had done so. He said publicly that
Pakistan's clandestine nuclear program had hampered bilateral
relations, and remarked after Zia's Time magazine interview that
India would make an "appropriate" response to Pakistani moves to
acquire nuclear weapons. He also obllquely but unmistakably
tied the United States to Islamabad's weapons program, claimin

' that Pakistan "gained momentum" with help from "certain

countries." Gandhi was, in our view, forced to answer the
interview -~ regardless of how he judged its veracity =-- in part
because Parliamentary debate quickly focused on the: issue.-

We believe Indian officials regard Khan's statements as
genuine, but it is only part of the evidence that is leading New
Delhi to reassess Pakistan's nuclear program. According to
W =2 influential Indian journalist with access to high level

5
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political circles, Khan's statements were only the catalyst for
the Indian review of Pakistan's weapon's capabilities.

claimed the review actually was provoked by Indian intelligence
assessments of the Pakistani nuclear weapons program. The Indian
Foreign Ministry publicly characterized the interview as part of
a series of evidence that Pakistan's nuclear program had a
weapons orientation. We believe Western press reports that

Pakistan was "two screwdriver tu " away from a weapon also
_helped spur the Indian move. . -

Khan's interview has dredged up anti-US feelings in India in
the midst of current concern that the US Congress will approve a
large aid package for Pakistan and Pakistan may acquire AWACS
reconnaissance aircraft from the United States. According to R
prominent Indians there have blamed the
nite ates for making Pakistan's achievement possible and
argue for an accelerated countermove from New Delhi. One state
legislator from the ruling Congress Party said that continued US
aid to Pakistan would impel India to seek shelter under a Soviet
"nuclear umbrella." Another Indian observer likened alleged US
complicity in the Pakistani weapons program to the presence of
the USS Enterprise in the Bay of Bengal during the Bangladesh's
1971 war of independence, which Indians still point to ag
evidence of US support for Pakistan in times of crisis. -

Some Indian observers have used Khan's statements as fuel
for criticism of US arms sales to Pakistan and allege that these
sales occurred in the face of Washington's knowledge of the
military orientation of Islamabad's nuclear program. In his
interview Khan alleged that the CIA knew everything about the
Pakistani program, and many journalists and politicians have
emphasized this point. Articles by press commentators range
between allegations that the United States aided the Pakistani
program and accusations that the US simply tolerated it. A
former member of the Indian Parliament compared US policy on
Pakistan's nuclear developments to the US sale of weapons to Iran

and said "both are double-faced and hypocritical." He claimed
there was a "clear understanding between United States and
Pakistan over the latter achieving nuclear capability." Other

commentators have taken a wait-and-see attitude, arguing that the
real test for US non-poliferation policy will be the
Congressional hearing on aid to Pakistan. A leading Indian
political scientist said that whether India should make the bomb

was secondary to the tremendous damage done to America's image in
India. -

The majority of post-interview newspaper articles and
commentaries favor Indian nuclear weaponization. Some argue that

6
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nuclear parity with Pakistan is the only way to guarantee peace.
Others claim that nuclear weapons superiority is the only way to
control Pakistan's behavior. A few journalists opposed to an
Indian weapons program argue that only improved bilateral
relations can guarantee peace, while some deny Pakistan has the
capability to build a bomb despite Khan's statement and warn
India against being pushed,K into acquiring nuclear weapons.

Segments from articles in four major Indian newspapers offer
good examples of the tone and views being presented in the press
on the weapons issue.

~--28 February, Times of India: "History
shows that the development of nuclear
weapons capability among nations having
an adversarial relationship has led to
stability; this has happened in Central
Europe and on the Sino-Soviet border.
Political wisdom lies in accepting the
inevitable and planning for safeguarding
our national security and interests in
the light of that inevitability."

-=-03 March, Indian Express: "The
immediate and urgent question for New
Delhi now is to reconsider its non-
conventional security strategy."

~-04 March, The Statesman: "If Pakistan
can make a bomb and claims it is for
peaceful purposes only, India too may be
under pressure to manufacture a bomb,
even only for display."

-~-05 March, Hindustan Times: "There is a view
gaining ground in the country that it should
not bother if Pakistan does not renounce its
nuclear weapons program, and that India

must exercise its own nuclear option." -

Outlook

Pakistani officials will continue to do their utmost to put
the embarrassing A.Q. Khan affair behind them and to lessen the
threat to the proposed US aid package. Security around Dr. Khan
will be tightened and he will likely be warned about future '
indiscretions, if this was not a deliberately planned interview.

sove




Government leaders will echo the rhetoric of the Foreign Ministry
official who said "Pakistan's nuclear program shall go on ... We
shall neither be browbeaten nor cajoled." Such sentiments easily
arouse popular approval from Pakistanis who like to see their
government standing up to India or the big powers.

Islamabad will probably try to mount an intensive public
relations campaign, aimed primarily at the United States, to meet
apprehension about the nature of Pakistan's nuclear program. The
government may even decide to ratify the 1963 Partial Test Ban
Treaty as a sop to non~proliferation proponents in the United
States and elsewhere. Basic objectives of the nuclear weapons
program, however, will remain unchanged.

In India, we do not believe press support for nuclear
weaponization will significantly influence the outcome of India's
nuclear debate. We believe Gandhi and a few senior advisors
determine nuclear policy in India, and we doubt the Indian press
has enough influence to mold opinion. We do, however, believe
that the press has enough power to influence the direction of the
public debate, and we expect Parliament's ongoing spring session
will ensure continued heavy media exposure to the nuclear issue.

We believe New Delhi's public statement that it is
reassessing Pakistan's nuclear program is in part an effort to
prepare the Indian public should the government decide to begin
an overt nuclear weapons program. If India has decided on an
overt weapons program, we would expect that before announcing its
decision New Delhi will try to gain the moral high ground by
portraying itself as a reluctant nuclear participant seeking only
to defend against a threat initiated by Pakistan. As part of
this program, we would also expect continued Indian suggestions
that the United States' failure to pressure Islamabad against
building a nuclear weapon played a role in pushing India to
counter with a weapon of its own. —

If Gandhi decides not to pursue an overt weapons program, he
* will continue to try to counter the nuclear threat from Pakistan
by stating that India could quickly produce a weapon of its own.
The government will continue to play on parliamentary and press
interest in the issue to portray Pakistan as the .aggressor-




Appendix I.

POLLING DATA ON HOW URBAN INDIANS VIEW WEAPONIZATION

India's Observer newspaper recently published a 4~5 March
survey of Bombay and New Delhi residents' views of Indian and
Pakistani nuclear weapons programs. A polling agency asked
questions to a cross-section of 627 literate adult men and women.

==69 percent believed Pakistan has a nuclear weapon.

--82 percent believed that in view of reports that
Pakistan had developed a bomb, India should also
develop a bomb.

-=-32 percent believed foreign reports that India
already possessed a bomb.

--68 percent believed that India should develop a
nuclear weapons program regardless of the cost.
~=-75 percent believed that in the event of an Indo-
Pakistani war, Pakistan would use a nuclear

weapon first.

~-79 percent believed that India and Pakistan
should sign a treaty banning the use of nuclear
weapons against each other.

-=45 percent believed that India should bomb
the Pakistani uranium enrichment facility
at Kahuta. (46 percent said no.)

~--52 percent believed that India's recent hike
in defense expenditures was due to the fact
that India knew Pakistan had developed a
nuclear weapon.

Appendix II.
' CHINA AND INDIAN NUCLEAR POLICY

In our judgement, Indian military and nuclear hawks perceive
China, not Pakistan, as the key long-term strategic threat to
India. Indians still rankle at their
* humiliation by China in 1962 and see the Chinese as opposed to
India's rise as a South Asian powerbroker. India also almost
certainly worries that its lack of a nuclear deterrent against-
China, coupled with a Sino-Pakistani strategic alliance, would.
limit India's nuclear options against Pakistan. WIIIINGNGEGGN
India measures its technological achievements in part
against those of the Chinese-~-for example, both have set goals of
10,000 megawatts of nuclear power by the year 2000. -
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| | PAKISTAN NUCLEAR ISSUE
ﬁfi §E%=: ISLAMABAD 7338

c- ME APPRECIATE YOUF THOUGHTS ON HOW TO PROCEED IN
DISCUSSIONS MITH PAKISTAN ON RESOLVING THE SOUTH ASIA
" NUCLEAR-ISSUE.  "WE ARE "IN COMPLETE AGREEMENT OM THE:

- IMMEDIATE PROBLEMS RAISED BY CONGRESSIONAL v RAT
DELIBERATIONS AND TO SEARCH FOR A SOLID UNDEPSTANDING N
" BETWEEN THE ‘U.S. AND PAKISTAN ON THE NUCLEAR ISSUE THAT
: - --BASIS FOR"A LONG=TERM RELATIONSHIP. = 7.

U e RAVE ALSo. BEENJCONSIDERING ELEMENTS OF AN ACTIONQLMSLHU.&A

“ BLANS PART OF “WHICH WILL DRAW ON YOUR CONTINUING

ce... HAS _APPROVED. THIS. ACTION PLAN+ UHICH WILL BE CONVEYED -
AHTO YOU- SEPARATELY “YoU: ARE AUTHORIZED TO CONTINUE - THE'

2 DISCUSSION OF “PAKISTANI “INTENTIONS: PAKISTANI

DIALOGUE WITH THE PAKISTANI LEADERSHIP. THE SECRETARY

VE BEGUN"UITH SATTAR» INCLUDING A'fﬂj o

PERCEPTIOMS OF INDIA'S NUCLEAR PROGRAHa WAYS TO PURSUE




8. you SHGULD EHPHASIZE THAT NUCLEAR RESTRAINT IS IN

" S OF URGENCY- SINCE PAKISTANI. ACTIONS AT THIS TIME CAN.

~..7 "REGIME~ BOUSTERED BY' BINDING AND PUBLIC COMMITMENTS BY 0. .5 ..
" INDIA ‘AND PAKISTAN. . WE RECOGNIZE THAT THIS WILL NOT BE .

~ _VERIFICATION MEASURES AND OTHER ARRANGEMENTS UHICH

o UP ING YOUR DISCUSSTONS-HWITH: THE PAKISTANIS

““A REGIGNAL APPROACH: -

: i B ) © WE WANT'

TO FORGED A LONG-TERM RELATIONSHIP UHICH WILL REFLECT e

‘DURABLE MUTUAL INTERESTS AND CONCERNS. BUT WITHOUT A : : L

CLEAR COMMITMENT TO A RESOLUTION OF THE NUCLEAR
'fHPFGBLEﬁw THIS FUTURE UILL NOT BE POSSIBLE.

PAKISTAN'S OWN BEST INTERESTS. NOT JUST A TACTICAL
DEVICE TO SLIP PAST THE CURRENT CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE.
NONETHELESS~ THE ‘CONGRESSIONAL SITUATION GIVES A NOTE

" HELP TO LAY A BIPARTISAN FOUNDATION FOR AN ENDURING .~ .-"
RELATIONSHIP. I
. e
. e FOIAD) (]
. R — i
R

L. OUR OBJECTIVE RENAINS NPT ADHERENCE BY PAKISTAN AND o
" INDIAs OR SOME PURABLE REGIONAL NON-PROLIFERATION =~ — -

EASY TO ACHIEVE BUT WE MUST CONTINUE TO PRESS IN THIS
~DIRECTION. AT PRESENT. WE NEED TO CONVINCE PAKISTAN
© AND INDIA TO REFRAIN FROM FURTHER ELABORATION OF THEIR
. NUCLEAR CAPABILITIES+ {T.E.~ NO ASSEMBLY. NO TESTING.
AND NO FURTHER ACCUMULATION OF UNSAFEGUARDED WEAPONS
GRADE MATERIALY. THIS "FREEZE™ COULD BUY TIME FOR
.'MEGOTIATIONS .OF ADDITIOMAL CONFIDENCE~BUILDING AND e

" COULD. SERVE. OUR GOAL -OF CREATING A MORE PERMANENT AND . = 7.0 7 "
" "SECURE” NON-PROLIFERATION REGIME. BUT WE MUST KEEP OUR - - = ~° -~ =y
FOCUS AND THEIRS ON THE ULTIMATE GOAL IF UE ARE TO HAVE S -
ANY HOPE OF CREDIBILITY AND SUCCESS IN ESTABLISHING THE . . .. ... L
KIND OF LONG=TERM RELATIONSHIP WE. SEEK. YOU ARE S e e
CAUTHORIZED TO EXPLORE 'ANY IDEAS OF THIS SORT WHICH COME =

ST T SEERER L m ey p

B Y L 2 LI MW Pt et : e R oo




7« ALTHOUGH. HEAC MARE~UP DID NOT RESULT IN NEU
e NON-PROLTFERATION CONDITIONS IN THE HOUSE DILL. UE
T STILL FACE STROKG 'CONGRESSIONAL. CONCERN ABOUT
- PAKISTAN'S NUCLEAR-PROGRAM. - THE SENATE HAS RECESSED
L YETROUT AN SFRC MARK=UP ON THE PAKISTANI AID
o c AUTPORIZATION: BUT THE CURRENT ‘STAFF DRAFT UOULD
REQUIRE CERTIFICATION THAT PAKISTAN HAS CEASED
PROBUCTION.CF WEAPONS. USABLE NUCLEAR MATERIAL. WITH
. DOLS 1DB HILLION OF. FMS AND ALL SALES OF SOPHISTICATED = = - == oo
... - NMILITARY ITENS CONDITIONED OR THE CERTIFICATION. THERE . . Z-. oo s -
IS A POSSIEILITY THAT STMILAR LANGUAGE WILL BE S e eian
INTRODUCED ON THE HOUSE FLOOR. - ' T

S REETS FEND OFF THESE AND OTHER NON- PROLIFERATION S

"_;comﬁzTrowv AND RESTRICTIONS ON OUR AID PACKAGE. WE WILL . -

" NEED IMMEDIATE PAKISTANT. ACTION TO DEMONSTRATE o

. COMMITHMENT AND RESTRAINT. PRESIDENT ZIA'S RECENT

.. INTERVIEW IN TINE MAGAZINE MAY REPRESENT A PAKISTANI S
“EFFORT T ENGAGE “IN. A  MORE CANDID DIALOGUE. AND YOU ARE. - . .

"ENCOURAGE _PURSUE: FRANK DISCUSSIONS. B

- . VERIFICATION IS AN ABSOLUTE MUST IF
RIS P K'I CREDIBILITY IS.TO BE RESTORED. TIALA T e
" "SAFEGUARDS "WoULD BE POLITICALLY PREFERABLE TO DILATERAL
S Us- PAKISTAN- ‘ARRANGENENTS s BUT WE ARE PREPARED TO o )
. CONSIDER VERIFICATION OPTIONS IF NECESSARY INVOLVING S e
_THE us OR_OTHER PARTIES _'].; e Fres o B FLagagen E%H%ﬁﬁél» .

'4*-IHIIUI|ruH1tH MIGHT..BE . AN.OPENING”STEP oN THEVUAY To AN
. INCREASTINGLY-BROAD.INDO-PAK NUCLEAR AGREEMENT.

4. THIS APPROACH TO-THE GOP WOULD+ IN OUR THINKING. BE

oo »THE-FIRST STER:IN A SERIES OF ACTIONS UE PLAN TO TAKE

2w ONCTHE  SOUTHS ”gIAN NUCLEAR.PROBLEM. AS PART "OF THE . 77 =7

i SAMETACTION+WE HAVE ALREADY. INITIATED A NUMBER OF -

STEPS WHICH thus ON THE REGIONAL ASPECTS OF THE . :

< - NUCLEAR PROBLEM... SPECIFICALLY: THE PRESIDENT WROTE TO
< SENATOR,.GLENN.. ON APRIL 302 1987 THAT IT IS INPORTANT"

R . INDIA INGAGED.IF. THE THREAT OF A NUCLEAR ARNMS

" RACES CAND-ITS:UNDERLYING “CAUSES. ARE-T0 BE PERMANENTLY -

REnOVEb FROM.THE " REGION+ ~{FYI. HE MADE THIS POINT

SEERET™

R T e R T I




DIPEcTLY,xﬁ 'y LETTER TO PRIME MINISTER GANDHI ON MARCH
33TH.3 HWE CONTINUE TO URGE THE GOI -- AS WILL BE '
REFLECTED- IN NATUAR SINGH'S VISIT TO WASHINGTON NEXT . coooo = mo= o oiorl
WEEK == TO RESPOND.- TO GOP PROPOSALS ON MUTUAL NUCLEAR =~ - .. ;
.- - RESTRAINT OR MAKE 'ALTERNATIVE PROPOSALS: CONGRESSIONAL = . o o e,

s RECOGNITION OF THIS” INTERRELATIONSHIP BETWEEN INDIA AND = 7 777
.- PAKISTAN DURING RECENT WEEKSs WHICH THE ADMINISTRATION
HAS FOSTERED. IS A NEW AND POSITIVE DEVELOPMENT DESPITE
GOX UNHAPPINESS. CUR INITIAL GOAL IS TO OBTAIN SOME
TANGIBLE:{AND MEANINGFUL} PAKISTANI ACTION THAT WE CAN:

- USE _BITH THE CONGRESS TO - DENONS’TRATE THAT THE GOP WILL . .o es e
RESPECT. A SET. OF MUCLEAR FIREBREAKSs PARTICULARLY ON - S
'ASSEMBLY AND TESTING OF A NUCLEAR DEVICE AND ON
ENRICHMENT LEVELS. AS YOU WILL NOTE FROM SEPTEL

 DESCRIBING OUR STRATEGY. UE ALSO UANT TO PURSUE MORE .

" COMPREHENSIVE MEASURES. AND EXPECT TO BE DESIGNATING AN
EMISSARY WHO WILL BE _ABLE TO PURSUE BOTH ADDITIONAL

.. UNTLATERAL STEPS ‘PAKISTAN CAN TAKE-"AND A REGIONAL
NON-PROLIFERATION DIALOGUE INVOLVING INDIA.

. 3D, YOU 'SHOULD MAKE CLEAR IN.YOUR DIALQGUE THAT WE HAVE 1.
-7 "BEEN. AND WILL CONTINUE TO PRESS ON THE REGIONAL TU e e A
- . APPROACH .T0 THE. NUCLEAR ISSUE. UWE HAVE BEEN URGING
OTHERS TO BRING UHATEVER INFLUENCE THEY HAVE TO BEAR ON
INDIA ~- MOST RECENTLY IN SECRETARY SHULTZ'S TALKS WITH .
- SHEVARDNADZE —~ AND UE _WILL CONTINUE T0 DO SO. ‘Illlllll!l*

. NN AS TIME GOES ON WE WILL SEEK OTHER AVENUES 790
PUSH THE REGIONAL EFFORT AS YOU HAVE SUGGESTED. BUT WE
NEED PAKISTAN'S HELP OUT. FRONT. ALONG THIS LINE YoOU

: "__SHOULD ENDEAV-Q 0-GET: ACROSS - THE POINT THAT A DRAMATIC

CIUNMOVESBY PAKIETAN.

7 Y /S UELL. IT WoulD CLEARLY
CBEA SIGNAL ACHIEVEMENT VIS-A-YIS OUR EFFORTS ON THE o
. - WE WORED “FOLLOW UP SUCH-A STEP UITH A MAJOR . -
PUBLIC DIPLOMACY CAMPATGN:TO BRING FURTHER PRESSURE N e e
L INDTA STO MOVE “THETPROCESS FORWARD AND WOULD URGE OTHERS' R
~f'To DO LIKEUISE INCLUDING IN THE UN- | e

' EACEFUL uses COOPERATION AGREENENT, YO ..

"?fWAﬁﬁ@] o




. =BEERET J;ug;;._ 3

f;PAKISTAﬂz AGREEMENT TO THE NPT. ~UE HAVEINADE THIS
POINT REGUUARLY UITH PROWISES OF HELP IF THEY ARE ~

WILLING T¢ UMDERTAKE THE NPT. YOU SHOULD ASSERT THAT
IF _PAKISTAN TAKES THAT STEP. NOT ONLY WILL THEY BENEFIT

"' ON THE INTERNATIONAL SCENE {WHICH WE UILL DO EVERYTHING

" T PGSSIBLE TO FOSTER} BUT WILL BENEFIT ECONOMICALLY: FROﬂ

“TOUR ABILITY TO PARTICIPATE IN-A PAKISTANI NUCLEAR. ‘
- -PROGRAN WHICH IS DEMONSTRABLY PEACEFUL. UWE WOULD BE,
_PREPARED TO ENTER INTO NEGOTIATIONS FOR AN AGREEMENT

" " FOR COOPERATION UNDER THE ATOMIC ENERGY ACT AND SEEK. ==

PARTICIPATION OF OTHERS {RATHER THAN CONTINUING OUR

T R Ao A dgigkes) L g Wil L o R h;, . % L

~“WITH EVERY REASONABLE ASSUMPTION OF SUCCESS. ECONOHIC~-%§Q::53 _—
. ASSISTANCE FOR THE PROGRANM. WE WOULD ALSO-URGE THE & & = 7

VIGOROUS AND LARGELY SUCCESSFUL EFFORTS AT DISSUADING o HQMﬂggj o
Ll EHEH}U o - - TR
- ———Redacted-— Redacted Redacted. Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted--—--- --Redacted-——-—-- Redacted
Redacted———--Redacted Redacted —-Redacted---—-——-Redacted +—-Redacted. Redacted. Redacted Redacted-—-—-—--
————Redacted Redacted Redacied Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted———Redécted--———Redacted
Redacted -—Redacted—#% Redacted Redacted----—--—Redacted. Req_acted Redacted- Redacted. Redacted-—-----—--—
—-———Redacted Redacied Redacted———Redacted Redacted ‘?edacted Redacted——-—--—-Redacted—- Redacted

e

| 13- FROM THE FOREGOING IT SHOULD BE CLEAR THAT WE

AGREE WITH THE ASSUMPTIONS WHICH YOU SET FORTH.IN-TFHE-

* FINAL PARAGRAPH OF YOUR MNESSAGE. - ACCORDINGLY. EXCEPT::
wo: AS-TO THE MATTER OF SECURITY GUARANTEESS YOU-ARE ... ... ..

AUTHORIZED IN THE CONTEXT OF AND DRAWING ON THE
FOREGOING TO UNDERTAKE DISCUSSIONS WITHOUT COMMITMENT.

. UE' BILL BE COMMUNICATING FURTHER THOUGHTS :AND PROVIDING.

SPECIFIC RESPONSES WHICH YOU CAN MAKE TO THE GOP. ON
THIS REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL NILITARY SUPPORT IN THE

""FACE OF STEPPED UP SOVIET-AFGHANISTAN INCURSIONS.™

b
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CPREC® IMMEDIATE <Cl AS> SECRET <OSRI> RUEHIL
FM AMEMEASSY ISLAMABAD -
7O SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 9116

"EUBJ>SUBJECT: NUCLEAR DISCUSSION WITH ZIA
EN*‘“*F*?&BSECTEON Z1 OF @2 ISLAMABAD 13819

12355: DECL: OADR

PREL, MNUC, Pk ) B
cCT NUCLEAR DISCUSSION WITH ZIA .
S - ENTIRE TEXT
.EEGIN SUMMARY -
2. SUMMARY - DURING THIRTY -MINUTE DISCUSSION WITH
PRESIDENT JUNE 24 FOLLOWING PRESENTATION OF MY

FR:DENIIALS I RATSED HE NUCLEAQ ISSUE

MUST CONTINUE SEEKING A SOLUTION THAT CAN SUPPOPT THE

END SUMMARY.
>END SUMMARY>

3. IMMEDT ATELY FOLLOWING MY CREDENTIALS PRESENTATION
CEREMONY ON JUNE 24, GENERAL ZIA ASKED ME TO STAY
BEHIND FOR A TALK.  THE ONLY OTHER PERSON THERE WAS
FOREIGN SECRETARY SATTAR. - ZIA WAS VERY WARM, AFFABLE
AND RELAXED AND HAD GREETED ME AT THE BEGINNING OF
THE CEREMONY WITH A TRADITIONAL PAKISTANI ‘EMBRACE
MCST OF THE HALF-HOUR WE HAD TOGETHER WAS SPENT
TALKING ABOUT ISSUES AS VARIED AS OLD TIMES TOGE T THER
IN PAKISTAN AND HOW THE SENATE CONFIRMATION PROCESS
WORKS IN THE STATES.

4, AFTER ABOUT 20 MINUTES, I TOLD THE PRESIDENT THAT
THERE WAS ONE SUBSTANTIVE ISSUE I WISHED TO DISCUSS.
HE KNEW ME AS AN OLD FRIEND AND A STRONG SUPPORTER OF
PAKISTAN. OUR RELATIONSHIP HAD BEEM MARKED BY CANDOR
AND FRANKNESS AND I WAS CERTAIN IT WOULD CONTINUE. I
THEREFORE WANTED TO SHARE WITH HIM SOME IMPRESSIONS I
BROUGHT WITH ME FROM WASHINGTON

5. I HAD THE OPPORTUNITY TO MEET A NUMBER OF HIS
FRIENDS IN WASHINGTON AND HAD VERY USEFUL DISCUSSIONS
WITH THE VICE PRESIDENT AND SECRETARY SHULTZ, AMONG
OTHERS. I CAME AWAY FROM THOSE TALKS WITH TwO
DISTINCT IMPRESSIONS. FIRST, PAKISTAN STILL COMMANDS
CONSIDERABLE RESPECT AND ADMIRATION IN THE US FOR -ITS
FIRM STAND ON AFGHANISTAN AND FOR ITS CONTRIBUTION TO
REGIONAL SECURITY AND STABILITY. THERE WAS,

.SPECIFICALLY, ADMIRATION FOR ZIA'S LEADERSHIP. 1 wAS

CONFIDENT, AS THE PRESIDENT HAD WRITTEN ZIA, THAT THE
US WOULD CONTINUE TO STAND BY PAKISTAN AS IT OPPOSED

FOIA(M) (7 )

POl ()

FOIAD) { §

Régz;(;féa———Q—-;Rédacted

Redacted Redacted Redacted -—~—Redacted——----Redacted Reda cted

_______ —Redacted

Redacted-————-Redacte d——-----Redacte g----—--—- Redacted---—---- --Redacted

Redacted Redacted--——---—-Redacted Redacted

Redacted--——-Redacted——-—Redacted Redacted

Redacted-———-- Redacted

Redacted-———Redacted Redacted

Redacted—--——--Redacted Redacted

DECLASSIFIED IN PART
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Redacled Redacted-— Redacted Redacted---——-, Redacted Redacted--—- Redacted Redacted. Redacted
Redacted-—-'.-—--Redacz‘ed ————————— Redacted——---—-Redacted Redacted Redacted- Redacted. Redacted. Redacted———
Redacied: Redacted Redacted Redacted---------—- Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted
Redacted------—--- Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted------—- Redacted----——---Redacted-————--Redacte - mmmm--
Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted—-—-—-- Redacted Redacted Redacte g Redacted-—-——, Redacted
Redacted---——-—- Redacted-—-------- Re;jacted —————————— Redacted. Redacted. Redacted--——---—-Redacted—--——— Redacted-———-m- Redacted——emmmmnnn
Redacted Redacted. Redacted Redacted--—-------Redacted. Redacted Redacted-———-— Redacted--——----—-Redacted
Redacted---——-- Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted——--——Redacted-—----— Redacted—-—--. Redacted-m—mmee-
Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted------—-— Redacted Redacted: Redacted Redacted Redacted
Redacted——Redacted- Redacted. Redacted. Redacted. Redacted---------—Redacted Redacted Redacted----wm-s—-
Redacted. Redacied Redacted Redacted-—-—-—- Redacted- Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted
Redacted——-— Redacted Redacted: Redacted Redacted Redacted---—-—--Redacted Redacted Redacted----—--
Redacted Redacted---- Redacted Redacted—--——-Redacted Redacted---- Redacted- Rédacted Redacted
Redacted--——---Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted. Redacted- Rédacted Redacted. Redacted--—-—--
Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted------—----Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted

IIJ m BOTH HE AND THE PRIME MINISTER ARE |

S S0TH KNOW WHAT IS GOING 0N AND ARE Pemebmarr s TEY
SUTLO 5 NUCLEAR DEVICE AN RS Long As m s AESuNDT FOIAD) ( }

PAKISTAN WILL STAND BY THAT PLEDGE. SR

Redacted----—-—-Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted- Redacted Redacted-----—m--

Redacted Redacted Redacted- Reda cted—--‘-----—--Re dacted- Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted
Redacted--—-—---Redacted Redacted Redacted. Redacted Redacted Redacted. Redacted. —-Redacted---—-—-—-
Redacted Redacted Redacted. Redacted---—---—-Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted
Redacted----—---—-- Redacted. Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted------—-—-Redacted Redacted Redacted-------—--
Redacted Redacted Redacted: Redacted———Redacted Redacted Redacted. Redacted Redacted
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Redacted. Redacted Redacted Redacted--—---—— Redacted. Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted
Redacted-—--——-- Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted-—---—- Redacted Redacted Redacted----—-——--
Redacted Redacted Redacted. Redacted————- Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted Redacted
Redacted-----——- Redacted—-—---—-Redacted : WRedacted Redacted Redacted-—----—-- Redacted- Redacted Redacteg-——mem
13. AFTER SOME FURTHER PERSONAL CHAT, WE ADJOURNED
FOR AN HCUR AND ONE HALF LUNCH WITH THE NEW SAUDI AND
CHILEAN AMBASSADORS. THEY HAD 'ALL50 PRESENTED THEIR

CREDENTIALS THAT DAY AND WERE WAITING FOR US.

~SELREF-
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TO THE CONGRESS. AND, AT THE SAME TIME, CONTHIHUE MAKING
NSG: CHLD DANZ ERMA KELL PAAL RAY ROSS STK CLEAR HOW STRONGLY WE FEEL ABOUT NON-PROLIFERATION. WE
«<DIST>SIT: EOB VAX MUST NOT JEOPARDIZE, HROWEVER, THE OTHER IMPORTANT GOALS
WE SEEK TO ATTAIN IN RESISTING SOVIET ACTIONS IN
---------------------------------------------------------------------- AFGHANISTAN, HELPING TO MAKE PAKISTAN SECURE AND
(PREC)> PRIORITY <CLAS> CONFIDENTIAL <OSRI> RUEHC # <DTG> 2481457 APR 87 PROSPEROUS, ENCOURAGING REGIONAL PEACE AND COOPERATION,
FM SECSTATE WASHDC COMBATING DRUG PRODUCTION AND TRAFFICKING, AND PREVENTING
TO RUEHIL/AMEMBASSY ISLAMABAD PRIORITY 7868 A NUCLEAR ARMS RACE BETWEEN PAKISTAN AND INDIA.
RUEHNE/AMEMBASSY NEW DELHI PRIORITY 6488 8 WITH YOU, | BELIEVE THAT OVER THE LONGER TERM, INDIA
RUFHLD/AMEMBASSY LONDON PRIORITY 6886 MUST BE ENGAGED |F THE THREAT OF A NUCLEAR ARMS RACE, AND
1TS UNDERLYING CAUSES, ARE TG BE PERMANENTLY REMOVED FROM
<SUBJ>SUBJECT: () PRESIDENT’S LETTER TO SENATOR GLENK THE REGION. WE HAVE WELCOHED PAKISTAN’'S PROPOSALS TO
<TEXT> INDIA FOR MUTUAL MEASURES TO ADDRESS THIS OBJECTIVE. WE
B ol i o s o ey WILL CONTIHUE TO URGE INDIA TO RESPOND TO THESE PROPOSALS
TTHFEB=pF P TCTAL TS STATE 123163 OR TO OFFER SUGGESTIONS OF ITS OWN. AS YOU HAVE
E.0. 12356: N/A ELOQUENTLY STATED, WE WOULD BE FAILING OUR DUTY AS A
TAGS: OPRC, PARHM, EAID, MASS, XD, US FRIEND OF BOTH COUNTRIES If WE DID LESS.
SUBJECT: {U) PRESIDENT’S LETTER TO SENATOR GLENN 8. WITH THESE CONSIDERATIONS IN HIND, | HOPE THAT YOU
1, FOLLOWING 1S TEXT OF 18 APRIL LETTER SENT BY THE WILL FIND iT POSSIBLE TO SUPPORT THE PAKISTAN PROGRAM AS
PRESIDENT T0 SENATOR GLENN; YOU MAY DISCREETLY PROVIDE A IT HAS BEEN PROPOSED. SINCERELY, RONALD REAGAN. END QUOTE.
COPY OF THIS TO THE GOP, GOI, AND HMG ON CONDITION THAT 18, DECONTROL ON RECEIPT. SHULTZ
{T SHOULD NOT BE MADE PUBLIC UNTIL IT AFTER IT HAS
SURFACED HERE IN WASHINGTON, <SECT>SECTION: @1 OF #1 <SSN> 3163 <TOR> 8$704240881236 MSGf [ . | 38356

2. BEGIN QUOTE: DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: THANK YOU FOR YOUR
RECENT LETTER REGARDING SOUTH ASIA. | SHARE YOUR
LONGSTANDING INTEREST IN NUCLEAR NON-PROLIFERATION AS
REFLECTED IN THAT LETTER AND IN YOUR MARCH 23 TESTIMONY
BEFORE THE SENATE FOREIGN RELATIONS COMMITTEE. [ ASSURE
YOU THAT PREVENTING THE FURTHER SPREAD OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS
REMAINS A LEADING NATIOWMAL SECURITY AND FOREIGN POLICY
PRIORITY OF MY ADMINISTRATION,

3. OUR CURRENT SECURITY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FDR PAKISTAN
AND THE NEW SiX-YEAR PACKAGE NEGOTIATED LAST YEAR ARE
DESIGHED TO PERMIT THE GONTINUATION OF THE ASS{STANCE
WHICH GIVES PAKISTAN CONFIDENCE IN OUR SUPPORT AND IN ITS
CONVENTEONAL MILITARY CAPABILITY. THIS SUPPORT IS
NECESSARY TO BUTTRESS PAKISTAN’S STRONG AND PRINCIPLED
OPPOSITION TO THE SOVIET UNION’S BRUTAL EFFORT TD IMPOSE
ITS WILL ON AFGHANISTAN.

4. IN SUPPORTING SECURITY ASSISTANCE FOR PAKISTAN, | DID
NOT CHOOSE -- NOR DID { HAVE TO -- BETWEEN FREEDOM FOR
AFGHANISTAN AND AN EFFECTIVE NON-PROLIFERATION POLICY IN
SOUTH ASIA., MY ADMIKISTRATION HAS DIRECTED ITS EFFORTS
AT BOTH. | HAVE WORKED TO ENSURE THAT THE SOVIET
AGGRESS1ON AGAINST AFGHANISTAN DOES NOT SUCCEED. 1IN
DOING SO, HOWEVER, | HAVE ALSO THOUGHT IT ESSENTIAL TO
PRESERVE THE NON-PROLIFERATION REGIME AND PREVENT A
NUCLEAR WEAPONS RACE {M SOUTH ASIA. YOUR TESTIMONY
BEFORE THE SENATE FORE{GN RELATIONS COMMITTEE SIMH!LARLY
RECOGN{ZES THAT THESE GOALS ARE NOT INCOHMPATIBLE.

5. | SHARE THE CONCERHS YOU HAVE EXPRESSED ABOUT THE
DIRECTION OF PAKISTAN’S NUCLEAR PROGRAM AND THE DANGER IT
POSES OF A NUCLEAR ARMS RACE !N SOUTH ASIA. | HAVE
PERSONALLY STATED MY CONCERNS TO PRESIDENT Z1A-UL-HAQ AND
TO PRIME MINISTER JUHEJO ON SEVERAL OCCASIONS. AND, IN
CASE THEY KAVE DOUBTS, AMBASSADOR HINTON’S RECENT SPEECH
ON THE PAKISTANI RUCLEAR PROGRAM REINFORCED MY MESSAGE

6. AS YOU HAVE NOTED, AND AS PRESIDENT ZIA RECENTLY TOLD
REPORTERS, PAKISTAN IS CAPABLE OF BECOMING A NUCLEAR

P

WEAPONS STATE. BUT 1 CERTIFIED LAST FALL THAT PAKISTAN
HAD NOT CROSSED THE THRESHOLD OF POSSESSING A NUCLEAR
EXPLOSIVE DEVICE. PRESIDENT Z!A HAS SAID REPEATEDLY,
MOST RECENTLY IN AN INTERVIEW, THAT HE DOES NOT INTEND TO
CROSS THIS THRESHOLD BY BUILDING A NUCLEAR WEAPON. OUR
EFFORTS ARE AIMED AT ENSURING THAT HE REMAINS CONMITTED
TO THIS.

7. IN MY VEW, THE BEST WAY TO DO THAT IS TO KEEP A
STEADY COURSE. WE SHOULD IMPLEMENT, UNOER THE PROVISIONS
OF THE CURRENT LAW, THE S{X-YEAR PROGRAM 1 HAVE PROPOSED

~ PR
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