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902 Drummond Drive
Ferguson, MO 63135-1522

MAJOR GENERAL HERBERT T. JOHNSON
Amy of the United States, Refired

1P XCH 56T

/LG,

Honorable Robert McFarlane

National Security Advisor ‘. ’ .y T ood o

The White House iy P e Llé?;fégéﬁ

W > x“(t v~ s e Sme e s - -z

ashington, DC 20500 . /(2;: n
Y -

Dear Mr, McFarlane:-

After reading the article about you in the 10 August 1984 issue of The Wall Street
Journal, T decided to write and see if a retired Lt. Colonel of the US Marine
Corps could give me an answer that I have been asking for some months now without
getting any satisfaction:-

-

“ave ber 7
formatic.. prcprcume s o s

BULE LLEAL you WLLL agree uvimu cervain in-country nGB surrogates are readily echoing

this disinformation; and to this we can add a number of gulible people who  would

rather have their party elected rather than to coldly sift facts from Soviet fiction.

And so, the question I pose is:~ Why has not the President, or his spokesmen, made
a point of the fact that the Administration is engaged in a unilateral disarmament

program?

When this Administration entered into the White House, we - the US - had 1054
ICBMs. The 54 represented the Titan IIs; now I know that the Titan II is an
obsolete, liquid-fuelde:. ICBM; but I also know that General Davis, CinC, SAC,has
been quoted as saying he would keep the Titans if the money were available. However,
a decision has been made to deactivate these ICBMs, and now - mid-1984 - we should
be down to 33 Titans (according to the Secretary of Defense).

And I see no parallel effort on the part of the Soviet Mafia!

T also am aware that the President would replace the Titans with the MX Missile,
and since the Congress has dragged its feet, we are engaged in a unilateral disarm-
ament program.

Why cannot the President take credit for this unilateral disarmament program?

I would greatly appreciate an answer,

Sincerely,

/Z&" (;‘J—— 4;( .
HERBERT T JOHNSON
Major General, AUS Retired
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September 18, 1984

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C. McFARLANE

FROM: JOHN LENCZOWSKT

SUBJECT: Response to Letter from Mr. Pfaltzgraff
Attached at Tab I is a response for your signature to a letter
from Bob Pfaltzgraff (Tab II), which includes a copy of John

Roche's latest book, The History and Impact of Marxist-Leninist
Organizational Theory.

RECOMMENDATION

That you sign the let%er at Tab I to Mr. Pfaltzgraff.

//
/

Approve v Disapprove
Attachments:
Tab I Proposed response

Tab IT Incoming letter, dated August 2, and book
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September 18, 1984

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C. McFARLANE

FROM: JOHN LENCZOWSKI

SUBJECT: Response to Letter from Mr. McMichael

Attached at Tab I is a response for your signature to a letter
from Mr. R. Daniel McMichael (Tab II) which shares with you a
1947 memorandum by General Matthew Ridgway.

Jack Matlock and Steve Sestanovich concur.

RECOMMENDATTION

That you sign the proposed geSponse to Mr. McMichael at Tab I.

a

S
Approve b/// Disapprove

Attachments:
Tab I Proposed response

Tab II Incoming letter, August 31, 1984
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R. DANIEL McMicHAEL m

3900 MeLLoN Bank BuiLbING

PiTTSBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA
(412) 392-2919 C i

Mailing Address:
P. 0. Box 268
Pittsburgh, PA 15230

August 31, 1984

The Honorable Robert C. McFarlane

Assistant to the President for
National Security Affairs

National Security Council

The White Hosue

Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. McFarlane:

The attached document written by General Matthew B. Ridgway
to General Eisenhower in 1947 recently was made public. General Ridgway
was kind enough to share it with me and | have his permission to share it
with you.

The clarity with which General Ridgway predicted future Soviet
behavior is as remarkable as it is accurate -- given all that has happen since
then. You will be interested to know that this memo made it all the way through
the Cabinet to President Truman and, according to Dean Acheson, "had made
policy."”

I would argue that it is at least as useful a document today as it
was in 1947, It is a sober reminder that this or any other administration and
this or any other President have the primary leadership obligation to see that
the American people understand clearly the stark realities that exist between
the Soviet Union and both the existing free world and those who seek to be
free.

Best wishes.

Sincerely,

e

Attachment

cc: General Matthew B. Ridgway



. (YRUE CUPY RETYPED FROM ORIGINAL WHICH WAS UNCLASSIFIED ON 8/9/83)

250 West 57th St. New York, NY

3 February 1947,

MEMORANDUM FOR: General of the Army Dwight D. Eisenhower.

SUBJECT : Military Staff Committee - Report No. 8
(Russian Objectives).

1. Against the background of ten months continuous contact with
Russian Representatives to the United Nations, | am impressed with what
appears to me to be the emergence of a pattern of Russian objectives.
The opinions stated herein are for your information. They derive from
my evaluation of the facts of Russian action before the United Nationson
the subjects of Atomic Energy Control, Disarmament and the establishment
of United Nations armed forces under Article 43 of the Charter.

FACTS

2. a. Atomic Energy:

The USSR insists upon the conclusion of an international
convention designed to prohibit the employment of atomic energy for military
purposes and to accomplish the destruction of all existing atomic weapons
within a period of three months after the ratification of such convention.
Concurrently, the USSR has so far refused to accept the US proposals for
effective safeguards and for the collective imposition of sanctions.

b. Disarmament:

The USSR introduced the disarmament resolution to the
General Assembly and presses for United Nations action thereon.

C. Establishment of United Nations Armed Forces under Article 43
of the Charter:

The USSR Delegation in the Military Staff Committee has for ten
months obstructed and so far has effectively prevented, any substantial progress
towards the establishment of the armed forces to be made available to the Security
Council. Further, the Soviet Representatives have recently emphasized their
insistence that the contributions from each of the Big Five shall be equal in over-
all strength and composition. In other words, each of the Big Five shall furnish
equal air, ground, and sea contingents.



EVALUATION

3. USSR OBJECTIVES:

At present, these facts indicate to me the existence of coordinated
USSR objectives embracing:

a. Public agreement by the US to:

(1) Prohibit the use of atomic weapons for military purposes
and destroy all existing atomic weapons.

(2) Prohibit the use of all other weapons of mass destruction,
in which classification, the USSR may seek to include such instru-
ments of long-range warfare as strategic air forces, guided missiles,
and certain naval categories.

(3) VUltimately reduce each Member's armaments and armed
forces to the level of those to be made available by that Member to
the Security Council.

(4) Establish United Nations armed forces, in which the contri-
bution of each of the Big Five shall be equal in over-all strength and
composition in their air, ground and sea contingents.

b. Use of world public opinion and US national conscience to compel
the US to comply with its agreements on the above subjects, while the USSR by
equivocation and delay, evades the establishment and operation of effective safe-
guards on atomic energy and disarmament, and concurrently by intensive national
effort, develops and produces atomic and other weapons adaptable to mass destruc-
tion.

CONCLUSIONS

b, a. Well known USSR moral codes and conduct indicate the following
as capabilities with a high degree of probability:

(1) An attempt to secure United Nations approval of an inter-
national convention outlawing the use of atomic energy for military
purposes and requiring early destruction of all existing atomic and
other weapons adaptable to mass destruction; to keep this convention
separate from any convention dealing with safeguards; to avoid push-
ing the question of safeguards; and ultimately, to refuse to accept,
or if forced to accept,. to fail to comply with them. If these attempts
succeed, we shall have been deprived of atomic weapons at no cost to
the USSR. In that event, we can not ignore the possibility that the
USSR would continue its present great natlonal effort to develop and
produce such weapons clandestinely.

(2) An attempt to bring about a convention reducing world
armaments and armed forces to the level of those to be made available
to the United Nations under Article 43 of the Charter.



(3) An endeavor to secure United Nations approval of the
principle of equality in strength and composition of the air, sea
and ground contingents of the armed forces to be made available
to the Security Council by each of the Big Five. This would
compel us largely to renounce our modern complex armaments and
would vastly increase the relative value of man-power as a deter-
mining factor in war.

(4) A concurrent effort to infiltrate Soviet agents into our
industrial structure in such manner as to increase their capability,
at a time of Russia's choosing, of paralyzing our national systems
of transportation, fuel and telecommunications, for the purpose of
preventing the timely restoration of our ability to exploit our
superior industrial potential,

5. The foregoing actually amounts to an integrated plan to bring about
unilateral disarmament by the US under the guise of a plan for general regulation
and reduction of armaments by all nations; to strip us of our present technological,
managerial, and scientific superiority; and to elevate the USSR to the position of
the dominant military power in the world.

6. No effort is made to fix a period of time within which attainment
of these objectives by Russia might be reasonably expected. However, regardless
of when attained, their attainment at any time under currently existing world
power relationships, would represent a grave menace to US security and to the
peace of the world.

M. B. RIDGWAY,
Lieutenant General, U.S. Army.
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE
- EXECUTIVE SECRETARIAT

TRANSMITTAL FORM -
s/s 8428923

Date October 29, lysa

For: Mr. Robert C. McFarlane
National Security Council
The White House

Reference:

~ -

To: James Baker From: Henry Baccus

Date: October 4, 1984 Subject: Sends his Proposal for

Negotiating with the USSR

WH Referral Dated: OCtober 17, 1984 NSC ID# 266149 -
, (if any)

The attached item was sent directly to the
Department of State. . ,

Action Taken:

A draft reply is attached.
A draft reply will be forwarded.
A translation is attached.
X An information copy of a direct reply is attached.

We believe no response is necessary for the reason
cited below.

The Department of State has no objection to the
proposed travel.

Other.

Remarks:

fecutive Secretary

{C . 1fication)
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United States Department of State

Washington, D.C. 20520

October 24, 1984

Mr, Henry L. Baccus
President

Dallas Publishing, Inc.

777 South Central Expressway
Suite 1-A

Richardson, Texas 75080

Dear Mr. Baccus:

On behalf of Mr. Baker I would like to thank you for your
letter of October 4. We always are appreciative of hearing new
ideas from those genuinely concerned with Soviet-American
relations.

Your proposal is an interesting one and we will examine it
closely. As you no doubt are aware, the Soviet Union walked out
of the INF negotiations and have thus far refused to come back
to the table. Soviet spokesmen have demanded, as a precondition
to resuming negotiations, that we remove the "obstacles" -- ie.
the Pershing II and cruise missiles -- that were deployed as a
unified NATO response to their vast S$S-20 build-up. This is,
and will remain, unacceptable to us. We remain committed,
however, to resuming negotiations at any place, and at any time,
and have stressed our readiness to be flexible in the search for
agreements to reduce nuclear weapons.

Thank you again for your thoughts on this subject.

Sincerely,

/ Y /
0 4//Z and Ay

Thomas W. Slmons, Jrt,
Director
Office of Soviet Union Affairs







DALLAS PUBLISHING, INC. | 8428323

777 South Central Expressway, Suite 1-A; Richardson, Texas 75080
Telephone (214) 238-9969
October 4, 1984

Mr. James E. Baker, Chief of Staff
The White House
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. Baker:

Neville Chamberlain demonstrated the futility of appeasement (read "freeze" or
"unilateral disarmament' or whatever the current buzz-word is) some 45 years
ago. Whatever the name, it didn't work then nor will it work now. Maybe some
of the hand-wringers of today, no matter how sincere, are too young or too for-
getful to remember.

Thinking about this, I have come up with a concept that might solve several
problems. It is really rather simple. The nay-sayers will put it down as too
simple, even simplistic, but I believe that a competent staff can refine it
into a proposal that will stand up to rational objections. Anyway, here it is:

FACT The Russians are buying U.S. wheat and other grain, and our farmers
need the money.

FACT  The Russians are deploying SS-22s in Warsaw Pact countries.

FACT Governments of the West are under intense pressure to stop the arms
race, unilaterally if necessary.

PROPOSAL.  Why not ask the Russians to pay for the grain with missiles? This
would be barter, a real physical exchange, e.g. one SS-22 equals so
many tons of grain. An agreement would have to be worked out with
other exporters of grain, such as Canada or Argentina, under which
they would refuse to supply Russia the shortfall in their needs.

RESULT  The SS-22s themselves would be delivered to a team of Swiss or other
neutral experts, who would verify that they were indeed the agreed mis-
siles. After the neutral team dismantled the missiles (on live satel-
lite TV), the enriched uranium recovered from the warheads could be
allocated to developing countries (preferably genuinely uncommitted to
either Superpower) as fuel for nuclear power plants. For example, Leb-
anon needs a rebuilt infrastructure.

RESULT Hungry Russians would get the food they need.

Page 1 of 2
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RESULT Tensions would be reduced, and NATO might thus justify a moratorium,
or even a pullback, of the deployment of our Pershing ITs.

RESULT  Funds now allocated to the U.S. Defense Department would be the source
of funds to pay the U.S. farmers for the grain. This would be a budget-
ary trade-off of Defense cuts equalling grain purchases, with the reduc-
tion in the Russian order of battle justifying the Defense cuts. It
would be a nice gesture for our NATO allies to contribute some of the
funds, since they would be facing fewer missiles.

RESULT A genuinely new proposal would be out on the international negotiating

table, an immediate, specific peace initiative where none was remotely
expected.

At your convenience, I shall consider it an honor to clarify and amplify my
ideas concerning this proposal.

Sincerely yours,

o £ B

Henry L. Baccus
President








