Ronald Reagan Presidential Library
Digital Library Collections

This i1s a PDF of a folder from our textual collections.

Collection: Executive Secretariat, NSC: Head of
State File: Records
Folder Title: USSR General Secretary
Chernenko (8490695) (2)

Box: 39

To see more digitized collections visit:
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library

To see all Ronald Reagan Presidential Library inventories visit:
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection

Contact a reference archivist at; reagan.library@nara.qov

Citation Guidelines: https://reaganlibrary.gov/citing

National Archives Catalogue: https://catalog.archives.gov/



https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection
mailto:reagan.library@nara.gov
https://reaganlibrary.gov/citing
https://catalog.archives.gov/

=

it




LIP-0S51 #2215

Ero IlpeBOCXOIUTE IECTBY

Poransny ¥.Peiirany, Zpd 7Y/ ¥/

Ilpe3maeHTy CoenunesHuX [ITaToB AM6 pHKM
BamuHrToH

YBaxaeMuil rocmoxub Ipe3umesT,

B cBaA3y ¢ BammM IDHCBMON XOTejJ OH BHCKa3aTh HEKOTODHS COOC-
paxeHus B IPOMAO/iEEHME Hamero ¢ Bamm oOMeHa MHEHWAMH.

fl, KOHe4HO, OCpaTHj BHEMaHNME Ha 3aBEPEHHE B IPHBEPEEHHOCTH
IeJy CHUREHKS HQUDAX6RHOCTH MeXIy HalAMH CTpaHaMA, 0 4eM I'0BO-
PUTCA B CLe/aHHOM BaMm pykommcHOM J0O&aBJeHEM K TEKCTY HACEMAa. B
CBOND 0Yepajb MOI'y BHOBH HOATBEDOHTH TO, O UYeM £ IMcaj elle B mep-
BOM IHMCEMe BaM, a HMEHHO — HOBOPOT K POBHEM, JOOPHM OTHOMEHHM
mexny CCCP m CiiA OHZI B ocTasTcs HaumM xejiaHueM. COOCTBEHHO, 3Ty
meJjib ¥ OpPECHAENYRT Teé MHOI'OYHC/IeHHHE KOHKDETHHE IpenJIOKSHHS, KO-
TODHE BHIBUIAJUCH C Hame¥ CTOPOHHy B TOM WHCJAe B MOMX IMCHEMaX
Bam. ' ;

Yro xe KacaeTcd HHTepIpeTardy OIpejeIEeHHOIO 3Tama B HCTODUR
HammX OTHOMEHMH, O 4WeM BH OJHaXOH.y®e IHca/®, TO 37eQh Halll OLeH-
K pacXopfaTcf. Mu HM3j/arajM CBOD TOUYKY 3peHHA Ha 5TOT CUET B IOB—
TOPATHECH He CcTaHy. OTMedy, OJNHEKO, YTO Ha/M4YMe BOGHHOI'0 IpPEHEMY-
mecTBa y OIHO# CTOpPOHH MJ/IA CTDEMJIEHME K TaKOBOMY He MOXeT BOCIDH-
EMMaThCs LPYyIoil CTOPOHOYE KAk IOKa3aTe/b Ha/Muusd INOODHX HaMepeHHH.
35ech MOxeT OHTH /IANB OXUH IOKa3aTejb — I'OTOBHOCTH BECTH Hejia Ha
PaBHHX, I'OTOBHOCThH, BHDAEGHHAS B IPAaKTHUYECKOH# no/mTEKe. TakoBa
AcHasg ¥ 4YeTKas nos3mumA CoBeTCKOr0 (Coo3a: MH He CTDEMAMCH K IIpe-—
EMyluecTBYy, HO X He HOIyCTuUM eI'0 Ean coCoil. He Bmxy, 4YTO 37eCh MO-
XeT OHTH HenpueMmaeMuM 19 CoelrzHeHHHX liTaToOB, €C/M XejaTh cTa-
GR/IBHOCTH, CHMXEHHA HampameHHOCTH. C HO3HMIME paBeHCTBA MOEHO
JOr0BaprBaThCA O IelCTBHUTE/IGHO B3aWMOIPHEMJSMHX peMeHHAX, KOIrjza
H y opHO¥# U3 CTOPOH HE MOKET OHTH IPAUYNH CUHMTATH, WTO OHa HOET
Ha OLHOCTODOHHHE YCTYIIKH.

fl cues HeoOXOnUMHM OTMETHTH 3TO, MMES B BULY B TO, KakK B
Bauey, IACEME RETepHpeTHpPyoOTCcA HamepeHud CoBeTcxoro Cownsa. f He
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MOIy C 3TUM COlJACUTECA. B OpOmjOM ¢ Haliell CTOPOHH 00 2TOM y&e
IOBOPUJIOCE, HO KOJb CKOPO BH OIATH BO3BpamaeTeCh K BOINDPOCY O Hame-
PEHHAX B KaK OHM MOI'YT IDEICTaBAATbCA, BHCKaxy HEKOTODHE CYELBHRA,
OPOHMJUJBOCTPNPOBAB KX KOHKDSTHHMHA IIDEME DaMHd.

Bc/m 0GOCUMATE TO, 4YTO HE pas OyO/M4HO 3asBjAJI0CH BaM®, Ipy-
TEMHA OpeICTaBWTe LMY QIMHUHHCTpaUM4, TO HOjydaeTcsa, 4ro CHA ycTpa-
MBajI0 TOMBKO TaK08 IOJIOKEHWE, KOIJla B BOGHHOM OTHOmMEHWM OHE ORI
Bnepexm CCCP. Ho mejo B TOM, 4WTO Hac-TO TaKOe IIOJ0&ZEHME HE YCTpa-
IBajIo ¥ He ycTpauBaeT. Ha 9TOT cueT y HaC €CThH ONNT M OIHT ToKe-
JHii. HeMajo OHJIO OCJ/IOKHEHHW¥ ¥ B MCTODMA OTHOWEHWY HAMX CTpaH,
0COOEHHO B INOCJIEBOEHHHU Hepuon. Hemaso OWIO HONHTOXK 0Ka2aTh Ha
Hac Oo/mMTUYeCKOe, SKOHOMUYECKOE, Ia X BOEHHOE NaBJ/IEHHE.

A BO3BMHTE HHHEIHEee IOJ0OREHME., ECTh, KaxeTCd, Tak0e aMmepUKaH-
CKO8 BHpameHUS "pas3BepHyTh cTOJ". LocTapaliTech B3IJIAHYTH Ha pe-—
a/IbHOCTH MeRLYyHAPOLHOX 0OCTaHOBKK C Hawero KoHna. M cpasy cTaHeT
OTHYeT/MBO BHIHO, uTO CoBeTckmii Col3 OKDy®eH LIENbD 4M6DPHKAaHCKHX
BOGHHHX 0a3. Ha 9TaX G6a3aX IOJHO £IeDHOIO opy=xud. IpeiHa3Hadexsne
8’0 M3BBCTHO — OHO HAle/IeHO IpPOTAB Hac. HU4yero moLoOHOI'0 BOKDYI
Bame# cTpaHH HET.

A To, UTO IejHe pail0HH B6MHOI'0 mapa 0OBABMINTCA <T@epoi
aMe PARAHCRIX KA3HEHHHX MHTepecoBT J He IpocTO O0BABAANTCA, &
CTAHOBATCA OGHEKTOM BOBHHOI'0 HpUcyTCTBEA CIA. ¥ 3T0 IPOECXOIXT B
TOM dHCJie y¥ CaMoro Hamero nopora. OnATh-TEKM MH CO CBOEHl CTODOHH }
yero nomoCHOIO He JIenaeM. Kakme M3 BTOI0 BHBOIH LOJ/KHH MH JEJaTh
OTHOCUTEIEHO Hamepehuil CIIAY Ilojiaran, OHM HampalMBanTCA caMr Cco0oii.
Taxas jmHES eCTh He UTO MHOE, Kak I'MIEDPTPOQUPOBAHHO8 IpEICTaB/AeHXt
0 CBOMX MHTepecaX, KOIJa IOJHOCTHI MI'HODHDYHTCA 3aKOHHHE HHTEDECH
IPpyT'HX, KaK CTpeMjeHue HOJy4uTh, MAPKO BHDAZAACEH, IIDUBHJIeEDOBaHH]
NO3UIIMA 32 CueT IpyroZ CTOpPOHH. He coBMemgeTCA STO C IejiAME IOCTH-
KeEnA CTAaOU/ABHOCTV., HanpOTUB, TakKas JMHYA B IO/MTHKE O0CBHEKTHBHO
BEJIET K CO37aHU0 ¥ IOJILePRAHVO HaOpsSie HHOCTH.

ym B23sTh CTpaTerHUeCKme BOODyweHUA. J 3m8Ch HE MOXET OHTH
HPKaxux mpeTtensnit Kk CoseTckoMmy Consy. To, uro Mmezny CCCP m CLA,
a B MIPOKOM CMHCJe Mexny cTpadami Bapmasckoro Jloroeopa # HATO
eCTh IpUMEDPHH) HapmTeT, He CTaHeT OcCHapmBaTh HA OLUH BHAOLRY
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1oJIoZeHMe N6 cnoeima/mcT. OTpaxeHnmaM 3TOI'0 ABEACA Lorosop OCB-2.

Ja, 9T0 OWI He KOHel NyTH. I MH Tak He cumTa/M, HO erc JOCTORHCT-
BO, IIOMHMO IpouYero, B TOM, YTO B HeM OrJ0, £ OH CKa3aj, C MaTeNg-
TH9ECKOY TOUHOCTHH 3aJHMKCKDPOBAHO CJORKABLEECS CTPATEIRY6CKOE pas—

HOBECHE . '

Bamm BOGHHHE 9KCIEDPTH MOI'YyT CKa3aTh, uTo CoreTckui Cop3 He
CHesa/l HA9ero, uToOH HAPyWXTEH DaBHOBECHE. B TO Xe BDEMS MH BRAIMNM,
KaKoe OTHOmEeHmE IPOAB/AETCH K 3TOMY LOI0BODY C IPyIoil CTODOHH.
PasBs 95T0 He KpuTepui, WTOOH CYLUTEH O €e HaMmepeHHAX?

To xe camoe OTHOCHUTCA H K ANEPHHM CPEICTEaM CpejHeil najb—
HocTZ B Empone, HamoMuo /mmb, 4TO AMEHHO MH IpeLjarajM COKDATHUTE
nx 10 mpeumMyma Ha cropode CCCP m HATO. B oTseT BO/mM3M HampX Ipa—
aun noaejanTcs "lepmuerz" Z KpHIATHE pakeTH. Kak OH BH, IOCHOOLZE
llpe suneHT, OTHEC/WMCH, CJHy4ACh IONOOHOS IpHMeHMTS8bHO K CLAT lymawn
Bama omeHKa HaMepeHmil Ipyrof CTOPOHH B 3TOM cjiy4ae Owiaa OH OMHO-
3HQUHO¥ - RAaK B OTHOMEHKA €6 NOLXO0Ia K IeperoBOpaM, Tak ¥ B TOM,
4T0 KacaeTCs e€ HaMepeHm# IO CyueeTsy. :

Ho maxe B 3THX yCAOBHAX MH HPOSABH/M M IIPOABJAEM MaKCHAMYM
BHIGDRKA., Hama BHEYXIEHHAA OTBETHAsd DPEaKiUA IO CBOEMY O0BEMy U
XapaKTepy He BHXOIMT 38 PaMKM HeMTpa mM3all# CO3naBdeMoyl HaMm M Ha-
LM COD3HWKaM yI'DO3H. bojee TOI'0, MH IpeLjaraeM BepDHYTBECHA K HU3-
Haua/IbHOMY IIOJIOXEHND ¥ BMECTO pasBepPTHBAHHA I'OHKZA BOODYReHAi
peINTe IBHO 3aHATHCH 6€ CBEDTHBAHNEM, DAIEKA/BHEM OIDaHAUEHNEM I
COKpalleHNeM ANEPHHX BOODy=Eerni. STO OTHOILDL HE BHIBAXEHAE KaKAX-TC
ycaoBrii. CoOCTBEHHO I'0BODA, 4TO HECIpaABEZ/MBOI'O B TOM, UTO 00e
CTOPOHH OTMEHM/M OH CBOR MeDONDHATHA, B Pe3y/bTaTeé KOTODHX YDOBEE
ANEPHOIO IOPOTHBOCTOSHMA NMOBHCHJACH, a4 CTEHNEeH: BCEOOuel Ge30macHoC:
HaQOpOTUB, HOHU3MJIACH? HMUero HeCcOpaBeiMBOIO0 MU yile pOHOI'O HE IJU
OIHOL CTODOHH B 9TOM OHTb HE MOXET, BO3BpaT K IPEKHEMY IOJIOHEHMO
B JaHHOM cjayuae Owl OH LBHZEEZENM OOSHX CTODOH BIEDel B HaIpasjeHl
cTabm/mM3aruy HO0JI0KEHUA, K INDAKTUYECKOMY BO30OHOBIEHUN KeI0 Ipo-
mecca OrpaHMuYeRds HOeDHHX BOODYXEHMH, MMENmero pemawiee 3Ha4ehne
o4 OyIoyuero MexIyHapPOLHHX OTHONEHHMi, L/ MUPA Kak TaKOBOID.

Ioka, OLH&KO, MH He BULUM IIDK3HAKOB TOI'0, 4TO &MEDHKAHCKaA
CTODOHAE UCXOIWT U3 T&KOX HPerNoCHIKA. K CORajeHzo, B 3TOM IJIABHO!



ceilMac BOmpoce He OCHapyxWBaeTCH HOBOI'O X B BameM IMCHME. I'0BOD
00 5TOM He D3IM IOJIEMEKY, 2 B HAUGXUE, UTO BW BCce ®e CMOReT8 oIe-
HUTH NpemjlaraeMHi HaMy BHXOL W3 Kpai¥He Cephe3HOI'0 IOJI0XeHHd,

U3 nameii ¢ Bamm, rocmopus LpesmuesT, na ® mpenunyue# mepe—
IUCKY MDZHO CIL€JaTh BHBOXL, 4TO C Bamei CTOPOHH B OCuWeM IVIAHE BpO-
Ie OH eCTh IOHUMAHWe, WTO EMEETCA L8/HE D) KPYIHHX BOIPOCOB,
OTHOCALEXCA K Ipo0Ojeme O€30LACHOCTHE, KOTODHE TpeOyOT DEMEeHKS X
I'Ie HeOOXOIUMH COBMECTHHE YCHJMA HallXX IBYX CTPaH.

Co cBoe# cTOPOHH B HpeINMAymeM LIOCJAHUZA S KOHKDETHO Ha3Bai
HECKOJIbKO TaKMX BOINpPOCOB., HamoMHI, pedd mja 00 0TKa3eé OT CO3NaHAdA
MU POKOMACHTaOHHX CHCTEN IIPOTaABODAKeTHOH OCODOHH, O BCTYIJEHHH B
IepPeroBODH OTHOCUTEJIGHO HELOUyueHUs MU/MTapa3anudl KocMoca X
3alpeligENy IPOT. BOCIYTHAKOBOI'0 OPyRUS, O 3aMOpax@BaHUN fIepPHOID
ODYyEAA, BO30CHOBJIGHNN IEDEI'0OBOPOB O BCEOCLieM X HOJHOM 3alpeleHuM
HCIHTaHUY ANepPHOr0 OPYXMUS M O HEKOTODHX IPYyIHX MepaX. MHHME cJio-
BaMH, MH He BOOOuUe 3a Luajol MexIy HallIMEZ CTpahaMmi, a IpeLjarash
HAUOJHLTH eI0 KOHKPETHHM BECOMHM COJEp#aHUEM. MH yOeRIEHH, UTO
IIDAaKTAY6CKOE IIPONBAXEENE IO BTLM M LDYTMM HanpaBjeHHAM, B3auMHad
Rale/IeHHOCTh Ha NPaKTHUYECKAE pe3y/1bTaTH KOpeHHHEM 00pa3oM Dpas-
pAmu® OH OCCTAQHOBKY ¥ B HalX OTHOMEHHWAX, X B MEXLYH&DOIHOM
n/7laHe B Iig/I0M. SHaWATEBHO IOBHCKJAACE OH M CTEIEeHb HOBEDHdA.

Ho My Ee DOOy4n/i Ha ®TH HalM Ipeij0ReHUsA OTK/MKA, KOTOPHI
no3B0/iA/l OH POBODHTE, 4UTO CosnuieBHHe [ITaTH I'OTOBH K TaKMM KOHKDE!
HHM peiicTRMAM. He cTaHy CymmTh, B 4YeM 318Ch JiejI0, HO yOexneH,
uyTp IO COJIBLOMY CuUeTy HuuYeM Ee/ib3a 060CHOBATH M TeM C0jlee Onpas-—
IaTh yXoI OT pellgHRA mpoCjeM, KOTODHE MOI'yT CHI'PATh OIpee IAHIyY
pOZb B TOM, HO KaKOMy OVTH HOineT MED yxe B G/mzaimeM GymyueM.
Oco3HaHue 3TOI'0 BCe I'IyOxe BHELPAETCA B yMaX OCLECTBEEHOCTH M
DPYKoBOuATe iefl MEHOIMX I'OCyLapcTB. HarjAnHoe IOATBEDRIEHHUE TOMY —
HeIaBHU} LIDU3HB K IIPABHTE/LCTBAM ALEDHEX lePFaB DYKOBOIUTE/EH
meCcT® I'OCYLADCTB, HOPEICTEBANLAX 4YeTHPEe HOHTZHeHETa. I'0CHOLMA
Ipe SMIEeHT, S5TOT IPZ3HB — 0UeHb CEDPhe3HOE HalOMHASHWE, B TOM
uncjle BammM cTpadaM, O TOX OrpOMHOE OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, KOTOpDas Jje-
FIT Ha HAX 3a CyIBOH Mmpa, deji0BevYecTBa., Hama olmas 00A32HHOCTE -
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OTK/MKHYTBHCSA Ha STOT NPH3HB YECTHO, HE3aMeL/ATEJibHO, KOHKDETHHMH
nekcrauavid. Co cBosil CTOPOHH Cos8TckHi Cow3 K BTOMy I'OTOB,

[Iovuro yxe H3/araBLMXCA HaME IIpelIjioieHmi, X0Tes OH 0OpPaTRTE
Bame BHIM2Hi€ M Ha JONOJHuTebHHE 06JIACTA BO3MOZHOI'O B3amMoneiicT—
BRA B HHTEDECAX YKDeNjieHMd Mipa. OfHa M3 HEX — OUPAHMYERHE BOEHHO-
MODCKOZ L[8ATE/BHOCTH ¥ MODCKHY BOODyxesmit. IIpoGasMa 5Ta BEeCEMa ax-
TyajbHa, He CyualHo e# Ipuuaja Takoe 3Hauenve ¥ OpraHm3ammd
OOpermnmHeHux Hamuil. ¥ Hac eCTh KOHKDETHHE UIEH, 9YTO MOXHO OHJD
OH cIejaTh JJIA CHUXEHHA pacTyuell HanpafeHHOCTX Ha MopaX, LJId
HaLexHoro ofecnedesusd CBOOOIH MOpeIjaBaHUd, OE30NACHOCTH MeEIy-
HapOIHHX MODCKHX KOMMYHHMKAI®i. M BHCKa3a/Ch 3a BO3MOZHOCTEH 00—
CYHIeHnA yKa3aHHOL OpOCJeMH B paMKaX KeHeBCKOL KOHQeDeHIME IO
Pa30DYKEHA UM Ha OTHe bHHX MHOI'OCTODOHHHX OeperoBopax. C yueTon
poJM HalMX CTpaH MH IpensaraeM OOCYLUTH KOMIJAEKC BTEX BOIDOCOB
¥ B IBYCTODOHHeM IjiaHe, X0TeJIOCh OH Y3HATH Bame MHEHMe HZ 3TOT
cueT,

Hanee. HenaBHO cTpaHH BapuwaBckoro JioroBopa IPeLORU/H CTpaHal
HATO IpUCTYIHTH K MHOLOCTODOHH.M KOHCYABTAIAM Ha NpETMET Sakjmue-
HUS IOIOBODa 0 B3aWMHOM HeIpHAMEHEHUZ BOEHHOW CHJH ¥ IOLNEPEAHUA 01
HOleHu¥ Mmpa. CyuecTBO ¥ 3HQUEHUE MlEeX TaKOI'0 IOI'0BODE WU3BECTHH.
C MOMEHTa BHIBHAEHHA 9TOI0 IpenjOXeHHA BEHMaHME K HeMy pacTeT. U
3rech HalM JIBe CTpaHH Takie MOy OH CHI'PATh OOJBIYND DPOIb. MH
TPOTOBH M3Y4UTh GOOCpameHWA, KOTODHE MOI'YT OHTE ¥ ame pHKaHCKO
CTOPOHH IO IQHEOMY BOIIPOCY.

CopeTckrii Con3 OyneT ¥ Iajble IejaTh BCE OT HEID 3aBUCALES
IJI7 IPOLBUAEHHWA K JIOOBODEHHOCTSM IO IpoljeMe 3alpeileHnd XEMHue-—
CKOI'0 OpyAHA, & TaKxe OTHOCHTEJBbHO COKpalleHUs BOODYREHHHZ CHJ I
BOODyxeHu¥ B ligRTpanpHo¥ Eppome. Hamm pejneraiay B XeHeBs H Beire
OyLyT I'OTOBH COTDYIHWYAaTh C aMeDHKAHCKHAMK IpEICTaBnTe/MU. Pasy-
MeeTcd, B paMKaXx BTHX (ODPYMOB MH JeTa/IbHO BHCKaXEMCHA M IO HeLaBHUL
[O3AIMAM, M3J0XEeHHHM C aMepuKaHCKo# cTOpOHH, JO/M%eH, OIZHaXKo, O0T-
METHTH, 4TO OCilee BHEYaT/eHUE — X He TOJBKO Halle - TakoBO, YTO
5TH IO3LLMHA HE IpPEeICTaB/ANT CO00E KOHCTDYKTHBHOI'O BKJ2JA B YX6
OpOJeJaHHYH Ha YKa3aHHHX (OpyMaX pacoTy.

CoseTcknii CON3 HeNaBHO BHCTYTH/ Ha CTOKIOJIEMCKOX KOEWEpPeHIUH
C KOHKDETHH{ W TLiaTe/IbHO CO&BHCEPOBEHHHM IOKYMEHTOM, HalpaBjeHHHY,
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Ha LOCTHXeHMS8 NefCTBHTE/BHO 3HAUMMOY JOI0BODPEHHOCTH, KOTOPasd KO-
PeHERM 00pasoM yKpemnja OH 0e30IacHOCTH Ha @BPONEiCKOM KOHTREEETE.
Ipy nOAroTOBKE STOIO0 IOKYMEHTE MH YUITHBA/H MHEHHWsS, BHCKA3HBABLNE—
CA Ha IeDBOM payHIleé KOHQEDEHIMH, & TaKXe B X0Ie IBYCTODOHHHX KOH-
CyAbTalmii, B TOM UHC/Ee C aMEDMKAHCKUMZA OpEICTABATE/IAMMA. MH XoTesn
OH paccuuTuBaTh, 4To CoeruBeHHHe llTaTH 3aiMyT B CTOKIO/EME IO SHIKD
KOTOpad IO3BOJMT LOIOBODUTHCA O B3aUMOIPUEMJEMHX peleHHAX.

Kax yxe yKa3HBajIOCh C Hawe¥ CTOPOHH B IepemuCKe C BaMu, MH 32
IBYCTODOHHUIY OCMEH MHEHMAMM II0 DEeI'XMOEA/IbHEM IpoGjemanM. Hamemy Ioc-
Iy mopydyaeTcs U3JIORETH I'OCCEKpeTapn 00jlee KOHKDE THHE CO000pazeHusd
0 5THM X HEKOTODHM LDYIHM BOIpoCcaM. SIech e £ CuUTan HeoOXoiu-
MEM IONUYEDKHYTH I'JIaBHOe — HeOOXOLUMOCTH CIEPRAHHOCTA B HeNOImyuleHRs
IelicTBril, KakuMKM OH MOT#BaAMW OHH H¥ LUKTOBAJUCH, KOTODHE MOI/M O
JUUb YCH/MBaTh OIGCHYD HAIpPA#XEHHOCTh B TeX H/I MHHX DailoBax, 3a-
TPYLHATEH LOCTHREHWE CIpPaBEIMBOIO IOJHMTAYECKOI0 ypery/MpOBaHUA.
Mzp He pas yOexmzancs, 49TO I'aCUTh BCHOHXHYBIUM IOXap BO CTO KparT
TpyiHee, UeM IpeIOTBPAaTUTH ero. IIOMHHMTH 00 2TOM — B MHTepecax BCE:

J MeHs HeT ®eJAEHNA 3aKaHu@BaTh 3TO IOCJAHME Ha HeraTUBHOL
HOTe, HO C y4Y8TOM HEKOTODHX BHCKa3WBaH@®, COLEDEalimXesa B Bamewm
INCEME, BHHYMLEH 3aMeTHTH, UTO IPMBEHECEHHE B MeRI'OCYLaPCTBERHHE
OTHOMERUS BOIPOCOB, KaCalLMXcs CyryO0 BRYTDeHHHX Iej=Hameil uym
Bamei#l CTpaHK, HE OTBEWAET 3a1a%€ BHIPaB/IEHWA STEX OTHOmEEM#, €C/m
TaK0Ba Hama nejb. XO0TejoCh OH, YTOOH BONPOGCH TaKOI0 DOZA HE ,OTALO
[ja/m ¥ Hamy C BaMm IE8DEmncKy, KOTODYR MH 00a, Kak A IOHAMaD, LeH!

G axeHA8M
B ' K. YEPHEHKO

.oCKB&a
6 nioag 1984 rona
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First. I would like to draw your attention to the fact that
the solution of major questions, including new ones, set forth
in the message of X.U.Chernenko would be of principal importance
from the point of view of improving the Soviet-American relations
and the international situation in general, Thus we again confirm
in the practical way the line toward conducting a businesslike
exchange of views with the Government of the United States with
the aim of achieving constructive agreements on a wide range of
issues in the Soviet-American relations. It concerns both the
questions of strengthening security and ending the arms race as
well as the area of bilateral relations.

Up till now, however, the American side acts in such a way
that we do not see its readiness to go forward in practice to
improving our relations, though quite a few words about such
readiness have been said recently. The repeated promises to do
something positive are not followed by anything tangible as yet.

At the same time it is often said that the Ameriean side
allegedly introduces some concrete proposals, but the_Soviet
side reacts to them negatively. It is stated even as if we
consciously counteract to some constuctive efforts by. the
Administration and do not want progress in our relations. It is.
obvious for us that the situation is Jjust the opposite. It i§ not
clear, however, why a deliberately false impression is created,
if, indeed, there is a desire to find a common language.

It is known, by whose initiative the Soviet-American relation:
were brought to such a mediocre shape. If an unbiased approach
is used, there cannot be two opinions. Nevertheless, not once
we proposed to revive our relations and to fill them with
concrete contents. These questions have been discussed with the
Secretery of State many times.

If businesslike views in this regard were expressed by the
American side,—-and promises of such nature were given many times,—
then, by all means, we would consider them with due attention,

We wish only that it could be something specific and not
simply symbolics presented as something positive in the way
of formal extention of some agreements which are in fact not
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working. For example, we are told for some time already that a
question of allocating fishing quotas for us is being considered.
But at the same time, as we find out, measures of the opposite
nature are being taken. Is it not the decision on limiting the
activity of the joint Soviet-American fishing company on the
Pacific coast that speakes about it?

There are attempts to attribute to us the desire to curtail
the contacts and ties, including the area of scientific and
cultural exchanges. However, the situation here as well rests on
the position and acts of the American side. It rests on its
unreadiness to solve the question of providing security for
Soviet participants in such exchanges and normal conditions for
their presence in the US. It is a question of principle and it
cannot be avoided. It is again proven by recent hostile acts
against Soviet people in the US. The American side also avoids
the solution of the gquestion conceEning the practical side of
such exchanges, connected with the resumption of the flights
by the Aeroflot to the United States.

Now the American side keeps some kind of rosters:=of
questions, replies to which should be given by this or that side.
But even if to approach the situation with this formal point of
view, it still turns out that we constructively develop our
position and introduce concrete proposals, while the American side
limits itself to promises to think about something and to
consider something,

On the Soviet side there is no lack of desire and efforts
to really improve the situation in our relations. It is up to
the American side.

Second. Questions of security.

The Soviet position on the question of preventing the
militaerization of outer space has been already presented quite
clearly to the Secretary of State. We proceed from the idea that
formal negotiations on this matter should start between especial-
ly appointed delegations. The organizational side of such
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negotiations should be discussed through the diplomatic channels.
In other words now the guestion is this: is the American side
prepared to solve this urgent problem, which long ago has already
gone because of itg importance beyond the framework of the Soviet-
American relations only?

A proposal has been introduced by the Soviet side that both
sides should reject the very idea of developing and deploying
large-scale antiballistic missile defense systems, We would be
ready to discuss the means of realization of this proposal - for

"~example to discuss the substance and the form of appropriate
statements, the order of making them public, etc.

Qur position with regard to the question of the treaties of
1974 and 1976 on the limitation of underground nuclear explosions
is also cleare. The treaties were carefully worked out including
the part concerring control. They were signed and should be put
in force. There is no necessity inf%ny additional interpretation
of any provisions of the treaties. The questions, should the sides
have them in the future as the treaties are in force, could be
considered and solved in accordance- with relevant provisions of
those treaties themselves. The issue now is only whether the
Americen side is or is not willing to ratify these treaties. .

We favor doing this and a§ far as possible without further delay.

The Soviet side attributes great significance to the banning
of chemical weapons, to the reduction of the armed forces and
the armaments in Central Furope. These questions must by solved.
Our specific considerations in connection with the latest
proposals of the United States coﬁéerning these questions will
by stated by the Soviet representatives at the appropriate forums.

However, it may be said even now that the American position,
unfortunately, does not give hope. We woulda like to think that the
Americen side will properly take into account those -observations
and remarks which we and not only we shall express in Geneva and
Vienna. There the Soviet dgleggtions will be rea@y to meaintain
contact with the American side as before.
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As for discussing these gquestions in some other manner,
now there is no basis for that in view of the character of the
latest American proposalse.

Third. Regional problems. We repeatedly expressed our
readiness to discuss with the American side regional problems
named by it and other ones.

Ir this connectvion we are prevared to listen to the possible
considerations of the American side in response to what has
already been said by us on the South of Aifrica, and also on the
situation in the Middle East and on the conflict between Iran and
--Iraq. In the future, depending on the progress made, we could
egree to hold certain speciel meetings of our representatives
as well, ve do not exclude this.

As we have already poinved out, it is especially important
that restraint be shown, no actions which could exacerbate the
situation be taken. This concerns the zbove mentioned as well
as other regions. T p

Fourth. The Soviet side intends in the nearest future to
propose the date of the next round of negotiations on the

convention line in the Bering sea. =wie expect that the dfimerican
side has analized the results of the previous round ard could
take the position which would enable us to come to-a just and
mutually acceptable solution of this question.

We also intend to convey in the near future our views

concerning the negotlations on cooperation in the search and
rescue operations in the Nothern part of the Pacific ocean.




RONALD W. REAGAN LIBRARY

THIS FORM MARKS THE FILE LOCATION OF ITEM NUMBER :/)' /D LISTED ON THE

WITHDRAWAL SHEET AT THE FRONT OF THIS FOLDER.




o ,VQQA,,»{.L.KH{EAS_E_) o e
aqos ) # |
CAL 7 25 (o : ?f«/é'"/ ponds

First. I would like to draw your attention to the fact that
the soluvion of major questions, including new ones, set forth
in the message of K.U.Chernenxo would be of principal importance
from the point of view of improving the Soviet-American relations
end the internationzl situation in general., Thus we again confirm
in the practical way the line toward conducting a businesslike
exchange of views with the Government of the United Stafes with
the aim of achieving constructive agreements on a wide range or
issues in the Soviet-American relations. It concerns both the
guestions of strengthening security and ending the arms race as
well as the area of bilateral relations.

Up till now, however, the American side acts in such a way
that we do not see its readiness to go forward in practice to
improving our relations, though quite a few words about such
readiness have been said recently. The repeated promises to do
something positive are not followed by enythning tangible as yet.

At the same time it is often said that the Amerigan side
allegedly introduces some concrete-proposals, but the Soviet
side reacts to them negati?ély, It is stated even as if we

A L e

consciously counteract to some constuctive efforts by.the
Administration and do not want progress in our relations. It is
obvious for us that the situation is just the opposite. It is not
clear, bowever, why a deliberately false impression is created,
if, indeed, there is a desire to find a common language.

It is known, by whose initiative tae Soviet-American relation:
were brought to such a mediocre shape. If an unbiased approach
is used, there cannot be two opinions. Nevertheless, not once
we proposed to revive our relations and to fill them with
concrete contents. These questions have been discussed with the
Secrevery of State many times. .

If businesslike views in this regard were expressed by the
American side,—and promises of such nature were given many times,—
then, by &ll means, we would consider them with due attention,

We wish only that it could be something specific and not
simply symbolics presented as something positive in the way
of formal extention of some agreements which are in fact not
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working. For example, we are told for some time already that a
question of allocating fishing quotas for us is being considered.
But at the same time, as we find out, measures of the opposite
nature are being taken. Is it not the decision on limiting the
activity of the joint Soviet-American fishing company on the
Pacific coast that speakes about it?

There are attempts to attribute to us the desire to curtail
the contacts and ties, including the area of scientific and
cultural exchanges. However, the situation here as well rests on

"“the position and acts of the American side. It rests on its
unreadiness to solve the question of providing security for
Soviet participants in such exchanges and normal conditions for
their presence in the US. It is a question of principle and it
cannot be avoided. It is again proven by recent hostile acts
against Soviet people in the US. The American side also avoids
the solution of the guestion concerm.ng the practical’ “side of
such exchanges, connected with the resumption of the ¥lights
by the Aeroflot to the United States.

Now the American side keeps some kind of rosters of
questions, replies to which should be given by this or that side.
But even if to approach the situation with this formal point ‘of
view, it still turns out that we constructively develop our

position and introduce concrete proposals, while the American side

limits itself to promises to think about something and to
consider something.

On the Soviet side there is no lack of desire and efforts
to really improve the situation in our relations. It is up to
the American side.

Second. Questions of security.

The Soviet position on the question of preventing the
militarization of outer space has been already presented quite
clearly to the Secretary of State. We proceed from the idea that
formal negotiations on this matter should start between especial-
ly appointed delegations. The organizational side of such
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negotiations should be discussed through the diplomatic channels,
In other words now the question is this: is the American side
prepared to solve this urgent problem, which long ago has already
gone because of its importance beyond the framework of the Soviet-
American relations only?

A proposal has been introduced by the Soviet side thsat both
sides should reject the very idea of developing and deploying
large-scale antibgllistic missile defense systems. We would be

ready to discuss the means of realization of this proposal - for
:example to discuss the substance and the form of appropriate
statements, the order of meaking them public, etc.

Our position with regard to the guestion of the treaties of
1974 and 1976 on the limitation of underground nuclear explosions
is also clear. The treaties were carefully worked out including
the part concerning control. They were signed and should be put
in force. There is no necessity in. any additional interpretation
of any provisions gf_thektreaties.'The guestions, should the sides
have them in the future as the tregties are in force,._ could be »
considered and solved in accordance with relevant provisions of
those treaties themselves. The issue now ics only whether the
American side is or is not willing to ratify these treaties.

We favor doing this and a§ far as possible without further delgay.

The Soviet side attributes great significance to the banning
of chemical weapons, to the reduction of the armed forces and
the armaments in Central Burope. These questions must by solved.
Our specific considerations in connection with the latest
proposals of the United States coﬁéerning these questions will
by stated by the Soviet representatives at the appropriate forums.

However, it may be said even now that the American position,
unfortunately, does not give hope. We would like to think that the
American side will properly take into account those observations
and remarks which we and not only we shall express in Geneva and
Vienna. There the Soviet dgleggtions will be ready to maintain
contact with the Americar side as before.




As for discussing these questions in some other manner,
now there is no besis for that in view of the character of the
latest American prooosals.

Third. Regionzl problems. We repeatedly expressed our
readiness to discuss with the American side regional problems
named by it and other ones.

In this connection we are prepared vo lisven to the possible
considerations of the American side in response to whet heas
already been said by us on the South of Africa, and also on the
situation in the Middle East ané on the conflict between Iran and
" "Irag. In the future, depending on the progress made, we could
egree to hold certain special meetings of our representatives
es well. Vvie do not exclude this.

As we have already pointed out, it is especially important
that restraint be shown, no actions which could exacerbate the
situation be taken. This concerns the above mentioned as well
as other regions. - -

Fourth. The Soviet side 1ntends in the nearest future to
propose the date of the next round of negotlatlons on the
convention line in the Bering sea. We expect that the Amerlcan

side has analized the results of the previous round and could
take the position which would ensble us to come to a just and'
mutually acceptable solution of this question.

We also intend to convey in the near future our views
concerning the negotiations on cooperation in the search and
rescue operations in the Nothern vart of the Pacific ocean.
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THE SECRETARY OF STATE
WASHINGTON

June 14, 1984

~58CRET/SENSITIVE

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE PRESIDENT ol
FROM: George P. Shultz QR/Q) \
SUBJECT: My Meeting with Dobrynin June 12

I had an interesting 40-minute meeting with Dobrynin this
afternoon, at which he handed over Soviet Embassy translations
of Chernenko's reply to your last letter of April 16 and of
some additional "talking points" on issues he and I have been
discussing. The Russian original with our more accurate
translation of the letter is attached along with their version
of the talking points. I read them over quickly at the
meeting, and will be getting you my analysis of them shortly.
At first glance they do not appear to move things forward very
much, if at all.

After he handed over the Chernenko reply, I raised
Sakharov. I said that you had told me about his call with the
message from Chernenko, and that I thought everyone's
interests, including theirs, would be best served if they could
figure out a way to reassure people about the health of
Sakharov and his wife. I suggested that Mitterrand's upcoming
visit to Moscow might offer an opportunity for the Soviets to
clarify the Sakharov situation.

Dobrynin replied that they saw things differently, and the
fact that Chernenko had replied to you directly and so quickly
should be understood as a "gesture of good will," even though
the Soviets consider Sakharov purely a domestic matter. Asking
for more information casts doubt on Soviet credibility, he
added. I said I was not questioning their credibility, but
making the observation that the issue was a real problem of
concern to many people, especially scientists worldwide. He
replied that the Soviets are prepared to live with the problem.

Turning to the letter and talking points, I said we would
study them carefully and respond shortly. The problem, I said,
is that we have been trying to do what we can to move the rela-
tionship in a positive direction, but cannot seem to get it off
dead center. We have talked about revitalizing our bilateral
agreements, we have made proposals in the arms control field,
and we have suggested discussions on regional issues.

To take an example, on southern Africa we have a report
that they had offered to discuss the issue with the British,

Fo0-05) #2530
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yet it seemed unclear whether they were ready to talk with us.
Dobrynin replied that if we had something to say on southern
Africa, they were prepared to listen. I told him that on some
regional issues we should be thinking of going beyond
information sharing to damage control and even to trying to
find mutual solutions.

Summing up, I reiterated that the general problem is how to
get our relations off the ground and moving forward. If we
could do that, I suggested, he and I and perhaps others might
take a day and review the whole relationship. If no progress
seemed possible on some issues, we could move on to others.

Dobrynin replied by saying that movement on bilateral
issues should be easy. He said we had been discussing them for
almost a year and a half without getting anywhere. I said our
preparations to upgrade activities under the four bilateral
agreements we had been discussing were ready. He replied there
are no obstacles on the Soviet side.

Security and arms control problems were more difficult, he
went on, but still he thought it should be possible to begin or
renew negotiations on some of them. Our election year did not
matter to them, he stressed. He had been hearing "tales" of
the Soviets "hibernating" and accusations that they were
interfering in our politics. The Soviets are not afraid to
move ahead on bilateral issues and to begin negotiations on
"pig subjects." It would be good to show the world that the
"big boys" are talking, he said. "We are not afraid to be seen
negotiating with this Administration," he concluded. He said
he hoped we would study the messages, and that I would sit down
with Gromyko in the fall at the United Nations and "get
something done."”

I went back to Sakharov in conclusion, urging him to
consider what I had said. He ended by saying that requests for
more information raise the issue of credibility after Chernenko
had given a substantive answer. Chernenko had only done so
because the President himself had asked. I said it was not a
credibility issue, but an objective and scientific fact about
the importance of the problem.

Dobrynin said he would be going on vacation at the
beginning or in the middle of July, in order to get to Moscow
while Gromyko was still there. I said I would be going to Asia
for two weeks in July. We agreed we should get together again
before we both left town.

Attachments: As stated
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2 I /[ THE SECRETARY OF STATE
:Z)[Z) m WASHINGTON

June 14, 1984

SBERET/SENSITIVE

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE PRESIDENT Q%

FROM: George P. Shultz (b

SUBJECT: My Meeting with Dobrynin June 12

I had an interesting 40-minute meeting with Dobrynin this
afternoon, at which he handed over Soviet Embassy translations
of Chernenko's reply to your last letter of April 16 and of
some additional "talking points" on issues he and I have been
discussing. The Russian original with our more accurate
translation of the letter is attached along with their version
of the talking points. I read them over gquickly at the
meeting, and will be getting you my analysis of them shortly.
At first glance they do not appear to move things forward very
much, if at all.

After he handed over the Chernenko reply, I raised "
Sakharov. I said that you had told me about his call with the
message from Chernenko, and that I thought everyone's
interests, including theirs, would be best served if they could
figure out a way to reassure people about.,the health of <
Sakharov and his wife. I suggested that Mitterrand's upcoming
visit to Moscow might offer an opportunity for the Soviets to
clarify the Sakharov situation. &

Dobrynin replied that they saw things differently, and the
fact that Chernenko had replied to you directly and so quickly
should be understood as a "gesture of good will," even though
the Soviets consider Sakharov purely a domestic matter. Asking
for more information casts doubt on Soviet credibility, he
added. I said I was not questioning their credibility, but
making the observation that the issue was a real problem of
concern to many people, especially scientists worldwide. He
replied that the Soviets are prepared to live with the problem.

Turning to the letter and talking points, I said we would
study them carefully and respond shortly. The problem, I said,
is that we have been trying to do what we can to move the rela-
tionship in a positive direction, but cannot seem to get it off
dead center. We have talked about revitalizing our bilateral
agreements, we have made proposals in the arms control field,
and we have suggested discussions on regional issues.

To take an example, on southern Africa we have a report
that they had offered to discuss the issue with the British,
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yet it seemed unclear whether they were ready to talk with us.
Dobrynin replied that if we had something to say on southern
Africa, they were prepared to listen. I told him that on some
regional issues we should be thinking of going beyond
information sharing to damage control and even to trying to
find mutual solutions.

Summing up, I reiterated that the general problem is how to
get our relations off the ground and moving forward. If we
could do that, I suggested, he and I and perhaps others might
take a day and review the whole relationship. If no progress
seemed possible on some issues, we could move on to others.

Dobrynin replied by saying that movement on bilateral
issues should be easy. He said we had been discussing them for
almost a year and a half without getting anywhere. I said our
preparations to upgrade activities under the four bilateral
agreements we had been discussing were ready. He replied there
are no obstacles on the Soviet side.

Security and arms control problems were more difficult, he
went on, but still he thought it should be possible to begin or
renew negotiations on some of them. Our election year did not
matter to them, he stressed. He had been hearing "tales" of -~
the Soviets "hibernating" and accusations that they were
interfering in our politics. The Soviets are not afraid to
move ahead on bilateral issues and to begin negotiations on
"big subjects." It would be good to show:the world that the -
"pig boys" are talking, he said. "We are not afraid to be seen
negotiating with this Administration," he concluded. He said
he hoped we would study the messages, and that I would sit down
with Gromyko in the fall at the United Nations and '"get
something done."

I went back to Sakharov in conclusion, urging him to
consider what I had said. He ended by saying that requests for
more information raise the issue of credibility after Chernenko
had given a substantive answer. Chernenko had only done so
because the President himself had asked. I said it was not a
credibility issue, but an objective and scientific fact about
the importance of the problem.

Dobrynin said he would be going on vacation at the
beginning or in the middle of July, in order to get to Moscow
while Gromyko was still there. I said I would be going to Asia
for two weeks in July. We agreed we should get together again
before we both left town.

Attachments: As stated
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Ronald W. Reagan
The President of the United States of America
Washington, D.C. '

Dear Mr. President, :

In connection with your letter I would like to express sone

thoughts in continuation of our exchange of views with you.

I, of course, took note of the pledge of commitment to the
lessening of tensions between our countries made by you in the
handwritten addition to your letter. 1In turn, I can affirm once
again what I wrote in my first letter to you -- namely, that it
has been and continues to be our wish that there be a turn toward
steady, good felations between the USSR and the USA; As a
matter of fact, the numerous specific proposals submitted by our
side, including those proposals put forward in my letters to:

you, have been aimed at reaching that very objective.

As regards interpreting a certain period in the history of
our relations, about which you had already written once before,
here our views differ. We have presented our point of view in .
this regard, so I will not repeat myself. I will note, however,
that one side's having military superiority or seeking such
superiority cannot be perceived by the other side as an
indication of good intentions. There can be only one indication
—- a willingness to conduct affairs as equals; a willingness
reflected in practical policies. The poéition of the Soviet
Union in this regard is clear and precise: we are not seeking
superiority, but we will not allow superiority over us. I do
not see anything here that should be unacceptable to the United
States, if one wants stability and a lessening of tensions. 1It
is from a position of equality that it is possible to agree on
really mutually-acceptable solutions, when neither side can have

reason to believe that it is making unilateral concessions.
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I thought it necessary to point this out, having in mind the
way in which the intentions of the Soviet Union are interpreted
in your letter. I cannot agree with this. This has already
been stated on our side in the past. But since you return again
to the guestion of intentions and how they can be perceived, I
will express a few opinions, illustrating them with specific

examples.

If one is to sum up what on many occasions has been publicly
stated by you and other representatives of the Administration,
one concludes Ehat the only situation that would be acceptable
‘to the United States would be one in which it was militarily
ahead of the USSR. The fact of the matter, however, is that
such a situation has not been and is not acceptable to us. 1In
this respect we have experience -- bitter “experience. The -
history of our relations, especially in the postwar period, has
seen quite a few complications too. Quite a few attempts have
been made to exert political, economic, and even military

pressure on us.

Let us take the current situation. There is, it seems, an
American idiom "to turn the table."™ Try to look at the realities
of the international situation from our end. And at once one
will see distinctly that the Soviet Union is encircled by a
chain of American military bases. These bases are full of
nuclear weapons. Their mission is well known -- they are
targeted on us. Nothing like it can be found around your

country.

And what about the fact that entire regions of the globe
have been proclaimed spheres of American vital interests? And
not only proclaimed, but made the object of a U.S. military
presence. And this is done, among other places, at our very

doorstep. And again we, for our part, are not doing anything

~SEEREELSENSITIVE——

24



like it. What conclusions should we draw from this as to the
intentions of the U.S.? I believe the conclusions readily
present themselves. Such an approach is nothing other then a
hypertrophied idea of one's interests in which the legitimate
interests of others are completely ignored, an effort to gain,
to put it mildly, positions of privilege at the expense of the
other side. This approach is not compatible with the objective
of ensuring stability. On the contrary, such an approach as a
matter of policy objectively helps to create and sustain

tensions.

Or let us take strategic arms. Here, too, no claims can be
directed toward the Soviet Union. The fact that there is rough
parity between the USSR and the USA and, in a wider sense,
between the Warsaw Pact and NATO, can be disputed by no expert
familiar with the situation. The SALT-2 Treaty was a reflection
of this fact. It was not the end of the road, and we did not
consider it as such. But the merit of the treaty was, among -_
other things, that it established, I would say, with
mathematical precision the strategic balance that has evolved.

Your military experts can tell you that the Soviet Union has
done nothing to upset this balance. At the same time we see
what kind of attitude is displayed toward the Treaty by the
other side. 1Is it not the criterion by which to judge its

intentions?

The same applies as well to medium-range nuclear forces in
Europe. I will recall only that it was we who offered to reduce
their number to the minimum on the side of the USSR and NATO.

In response, "Pershings" and cruise missiles are appearing near
our borders. How would you regard it, Mr. President, had
something similar happened with respect to the U.S.? I believe

SECRETASENSTEIVE
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that your assesment of the intentions cf the other side under !
the circumstances could only be one -- as regards both the other
side's approach to negotiations and the essence of its

intentions.

But even under these circumstances we have displayed and
continue to display utmost restraint. The response we were
forced to take, in terms of its scope and character, has not
gone beyond the limits necessary to neutralize the threat posed
to us and our allies. Moreover, we propose to return to the
initial situation and, instead of further unleashing an arms
~race, to address ourselves in a decisive fashion to curbing the
arms race, and to radically limiting and reducing nuclear arms.
This is far from imposing conditions. As a matter of fact, what
is unfair about the two sides cancelling those measures whose
effect was to heighten the level of nuclear confrontation and,
conversely, to lessen global security? There can be nothing
unfair or damaging for either side in this. A return to the._
previous situation in the present circumstances would constitute
forward movement by both sides toward stabilizing the situation,
toward the practical renewal of the entire process of limiting
nuclear weapons that is of decisive importance for the future of

international relations and for peace as such.

So far, however, we see no indication that the American side
proceeds from such an assumption. Regrettably, ncthing new on
this major issue of the day can be found in your letter either.
I say this not for the sake of polemics, but rather in the hope
that you will still find it possible to appreciate the way out
of the extremely grave situation that we are suggesting.
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From my correspondence with you, Mr. President, as well as
from previocus correspcndence, one can conclude that, in general
terms there seems to be an understanding on your part that there
are a number of important questions concerning the problem of
security which require solutions and where joint efforts by our

two countries are necessary.

For my part, in my last message I specifically mentioned
several of these questions. Let me remind you that these
included renouncing the construction of large-scale anti-
ballistic missile defense systems, entering into negotiations on
preventing the militarization of outer space and on banning
anti-sattelite weapons, a freeze on nuclear weapons, resuming
talks on a complete and comprehensive ban on nuclear tests, and
some other measures. In other words, we are not for dialogue in
a general sense between our two countries, but propose to fill
it with concrete, weighty substance. We are convinced that
practical movement in these and other directions and mutual
determination to achieve practical results would fundamentally
ease the situation in our relations and throughout the world in

general. The degree of trust would increase significantly.

But we have not received a response to these proposals that
would enable us to say that the United States is prepared for
such concrete actions. I will not make a judgment as to what is
the problem here, but I am convinced that, seriously speaking,
there is no good reason and, moreover, no justification for
avoiding the solution of problems that can play a decisive role
in determining the road the world will take in the near future.
Awareness of this is growing on the part of the public and the
leaders of many states. Graphic evidence of this is the recent
appeal by the leaders of six countries from four continents to

the governments of the nuclear powers. Mr. President, this
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appeal is a very serious reminder, to our countries as well, of
the enormous responsibility they bear for the destinies of the

world and mankind. Our common duty is to respond to this appeal
honestly, without delay, and through concrete actions. For its

part, the Soviet Union is prepared for it.

In addition to those of our proposals already mentioned, I
would also like to draw your attention to additional areas of
possible cooperation in the interests of strengthening peace.
One of these is the limitation of naval activity and naval
armaments., This problem is very urgent; it is no coincidence
that the United Nations has attached such importance to it as
well. We have specific ideas on what could be done to reduce
the growing tensions on the high seas, to ensure freedom of
navigation and the safety of internationdl sea communications.
We have spoken in favor of discussing this problem within the
framework of the Geneva Conference on Disarmament or in separate
multilateral negotiations. Taking into account the role of aqur
countries, we also propose to discuss this set of questions on a
bilateral basis. We would like to know your opinion on this

score.

Furthermore, the Warsaw Pact countries recently made a
proposal to NATO countries to begin multilateral consultations
on the subject of concluding a Treaty on mutual non-use of
military force and the maintenance of peaceful relations. The
essence and the importance of the idea of such a Treaty are weli
known. Attention to this proposal has been growing from the
moment of its introduction. And here our two countries could
also play an important part. We are ready to study any ideas
the American side might have on this question.




The Soviet Union will, furthermore, do everything in its
power to promote agreements on the problem of banning chemical
weapons and on the reduction of armed forces and armaments in
Central Europe. Our delegations in Geneva and Vienna will be
prepared to cooperate with American representatives. It goes
without saying that, within the framework of these fora, we
shall also express in detail our views on recent positions
advanced by the American side. However, I have to note that the
overall impression -- and not only ours -- is that these
positions do not constitute a constructive contribution to the
work already done in these fora.

Recently the Soviet Union introduced at the Stoékholm
conference a concrete and carefully balanced document directed
at attaining a really significant agreement, which would
fundamentally strengthen security on the European continent. 1In
preparing this document, we took into account the opinions
expressed at the first round of the conference as well as in £he
course of bilateral consultations, including those with American
representatives. We would like to expect that in Stockholm the
United States will take a position that would make possible

agreement on mutually acceptable solutions.

As it has already been pointed out on our part in corres-
pondence with you, we favor a bilateral exchange of opinions on
regional matters. Our Ambassador is instructed to present to
the Secretary of State more specific considerations on these and
some other matters. Here I find it necessary to stress the main
point: the need for restraint, for refraining from actions -- no
matter what their motives -- which could only intensify dangerous
tensions in various regions and make difficult the achievement of
a just political settlement. The world has proven more than once
that it is a hundred times more difficult to extinguish a fire
than to prevent it. To remember this is in everyone's interests.

~SECRET/SERSITIVE —
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I do not want to conclude this letter on a negative note,
but in view of some of the remarks in your letter, I must point
out that introduction into relations between states of questions
concerning solely domestic affairs of our country or yours does
not serve the task of improving these relations -- if this is
our goal. I wish questions of such a nature did not burden our

correspondence, which both of us, as I understand it, value.

Sincerely,

K. Chernenko

Moscow
June 6, 1984 =

0934M
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Ero IIpsBoCX0OIUTE ILC TBY

Poraneny Y.Peiirany, L2051 # 233
Tpesmuenty CoenuneHHux DiraTos Awe pmKH 4£§&L lofe /o
BauuHrTOH

Yeaxaemuii rocnonul IlpeswupmekrT,

B cBaA3M ¢ BauMM DHCEMOM X0TeJ OH BHCKa3aTh HEKOTODHE COOC-
PaxeHna B OpPOIO/IEEHNE Hamero C Bamm oOMeHa MHeHUIMH,

i, KOHeuYHo, 00paTH/i BHAMaHWE Ha 32BepeHMe B IIDHBADPEEHHOCTH
Iejly CHUReHKSA HaODAXEeHHOCTH MEXLY HalMMK CTpaBaM@, O 4eM I'0BO—-

T puaTCcA B CIesaHHOM BaMy DYKOIMCHOM I0CaBAeHmN K T@KCTY OACEM8. B
CBOK O4Yepellb MOI'y BHOBb HOLTBEDIUTH TO, O WeM A INCAJ elje B mep-
BOM IHCEMe BaM, & HMEHHO — IOBOPOT K DOBHHM, JOODPHM OTHOMEHHUSIM
rexny CCCP m CLiA Onl B ocTaeTCcsh HaumM xejanweM. COOGCTBEHHO, 3TY
1IeJib X OpecyaeiynT Te MHOI'OYHC/IeHHHE KOHKDETHHE IpeXJOXeHRs, KO-
TODHE BHIBUI'aJUCH C Hame CTODPOHH, B TOM UHCJie B MOUX IIMCEMAX
BaM. .- '

UT0 ®e KacaeTCA HHTEDIpE TAaUdM ONpelLejIeHHOIO 5Tana B HCTODUR
HamiX OTHOMEHMii, 0 4WeM BH OIHaXIH yxe IMca/m, TO 306CEH HalW OIeH-
KI pacxXolgTcH. MH M3/ara/X CBOW TOUKY 3DEHUS HA S5TOT GUET ¥ IOB-
TOPATECH He CcTaHy. OTMEdy, OIHAKO, UTO Ha/MUUE BOGHHOI'O NpPBEMY—
LecTBa y ONHOH CTODOHH MJM CTDEMJIEHME K TAKOBOMY He MOXET BOCIpH-
EVMaThCs APYroil CTOPOHOE Kark HOKa3aTe/b Ha/Muud JOODHX HaMmepeHHE.
31echk MoxeT OHWTH jMMb OOUH IOKa3aTesb — IPOTOBHOCTH BECTH IgJia Ha
paBHHX, POTOBHOCTS, BHpaXeHHAd B IDAKTHUECKO¥ mo/mTEKe. Takosa
fcHad u veTKadg mo3mumda CoBeTcKoro (Cow3a: MH He CTpDeMHAMCS K Ipe-
AMyulecTBY, HO ¥ He JOmycTuM eI0 Hajn coOoii. He Buzy, 4YTO 31€Ch MO-
#eT OHTH HelIpueMaeMHM IJjid CoenmHeHHRX liTaToB, e€C/M XeJaTh CTa-
ORJ/iBHOCTH, CHHXEHRA HamopaxeHHOCTH. C NO3MIME paBeHCTB& MOXKHO
IOroBapuBaTHECA O OeiCTBUTE/IBHO B3aWMMOIPHEM/IBMHX DeMEeHHAX, KOI'Za
HY y OHNHOZ U3 CTOPOH He MO®eT OHWTh IPHYHH CUMTATH, UTO OHA HOET
Ha OIHOCTOPOHHAE YCTYIIKH.

1 cwes HEOOXOO¥MHM OTMETHTH 3TO0, UMES B BHLY B TO, KakK B
Bauey OACHME HHTEpPHpeTHPyOTCH HamepeHus CoseTcxoro Cownsa. fI He

o mem

et a7
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MOy C 9TUM COI'JaCuTECH. B mpomjor ¢ Hawei CTODOHH 00 STOM yxe
roBOpU0CE., HO XOjb CKODO B ONATH BO2BpAkaeTech K BOIDPOGY 0 Rame-—
PeEHAX 7 KaK OHM MOTYT IpEICTaBARTHCS, BHCKaxy HEKOTODHE CYEIEHUS,
NPOMJIJBOC TPADOBAB KX KOHKDETHIMI IIDHME DaMH,

Ec/m oCoCuaTe TO, UWTO He pa3 OyC/ANdUHO 3afBjA0CH BaMH, IDy-
TEMH OpEeLncTaBuTe IAMY aIMUHECTDAIMX, TO O0jAy9aeTcsA, uTD CHA ycrpa-
¥B&aJjI0 TOJIBKO TaK08 IOJIORMeHUE, KOI'Zia B BOBHHOM OTIOMEHUM OBR OW
Buepenn CCCP. Ho mesno B TOM, ¥TO HRC—-TO TAKOE INOJIO&ZEHME HE YCTpPa—
MB2JI0 1 Be ycTpauBaeT, Ha oT0T CuUeT y Hac €CTh ONNT H OIOHT T&xe—
Jimii. Hemajio OwjIo OCJ/IOXHEHHWE M B MCTODUY OTHOWeHmi HamuwX cTpaH,

--0COCEHHO B IOC/I8BOEHHKL NEpHOI, HeMajio OHJD NOOHTOK 0Ka3aTh Ha
Hac HO/MTHYECKOE, DKOHOMUUYECKOE, A R BOEHHOE IGBJEHUE.

A BO3EMHTEe HHNeEHEE NOJIDREHNMEe., ECTh, KaxeTCHA, TaK08 aMepUKaH-
CKO8 BHpameHHMs "pas3BeDHYThH cTOA". IlocTapaliTeck B3IJIAHYTH Ra pe-
aIbHOCTH MeRLyHapOLHOY OCCTAQHOBKEK C Hauwel'd KOHI&. U cpasy CT&HET
OTYET/MBO BRIHO, uWT0 CoBeTcKRE¥ Col3 OKpyieH ILIENbD a8 DEKSHCKHEX
BOEHAHX Oa3,., Ha sTuX 6a3axX I0jiHO AnepHOI0 OpyrvfA. llperHasHadeHHE
er0 U3BECTHO — OHO Hale/ieH0 IDPOTAB Hac. HUYEr'0 OOZOOHOI'0 BOKDYIL
Bame# cTpeHH HeT.

A TO, UTO LesHE DailDHH 38MHOIO Dapa OCEABJANTCA CHepou
aMeDRKAHCEMX KE3HEHHHX BHTEep8COBT M He mpocTo O0CBABAANTCH, 4
CTQHOBATCA OOBSKTOM BOEHHOI'O npucyTcrsmd CHA. ¥ 370 OPOACXOIZT B
TOM YHCJe Yy CaMo'0 HalWero nopora. OHATH-TSKM MH CO CBOEY¥ CTODOHH }
Qero HOAOOHOIO He JejaeM. Kaxme U3 3TOr0 BHBOZLH LO/ORHH MH LE/aTh
oTROCUATEBHO Bamepehrd ClLAT Ilosaram, OHY HalpailiBanTCa CaMR COOCOH.
Targas jmHEMS €CTH HE UTO MHOE, KaK IHIEDTDPOJUDPOBAHHOE LDeICTABJEHTE
0 CBOMX MHTEDECaX, KOILa HOJHOCTHI0 MI'HODUDYHOTCH 3aKOHHHE MHTEDECH
IPYyI'HX, KakK CTDeMjIeHMe IO/ y4uTh, MAIKO BHDAZAACh, IDUBHJIETZDOBEHEI
MO3KIMY, 38 CYeT Opyro# cTOpOHH, He CORMEmEETCHA 3TO C LEJIAME LOCTH-
KEeHZS CTAOuJIBHOCTW. HampoTiuB, Taxas /MHAA B IO/MTHKE OOLEKTHBHO
BeIeT K CO3T3HNK M [O0JLeDRARVK HaIDsSTXe HHOCTH.

ym B2STh CTpaTEIMYECKNE BOODyxXeHUsd. { 34eChk HE MOXKET OKTh
HrKkaxux npeTerzmit x ComeTckomy Consy. To, aro mMezpy CCCP =m CL4,

a B [MPOKOM CiiHCJIE MExLy cTpaHami Bapuasckor'0 Loroeopa @ HATO
ecTh ODWMEDEH) NADETEeT, He CTakeT OCIapABaTh HE OIME SHanrmi
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[0/I0zeHNe HeJl chneima/McT. OTpaxeHusM 3TOr0 gBRACH Jorosop 0CB-2.
la, 3T0 OwWI He KOHel OyTH. A MH TaK He CuATa/m. HO ero JOCTORHCT-
BO, IIOMEMO IIpouYero, B TON, 9YTO B HeM Or/Mo, g OH cKasaj, C Marena-—
THU9ECKO% TOUHOCTHD 3aUMKCKEPOBAHO CJI0FVBLEECS CTPaTEIKI8CKOE pas—
HOBECHE.

Bami BOGHHHE JKCOEDTH MOI'yT CKa3aTh, uTo CoreTckri Coknz3 He
clesaj En4ero, 4YTOOH HapDyuMTh DasHOBECKE. B TO E& BDEMSA MH BHRILN,
KaK0e OTHOmEeHWe INIPOABJIAETCA K 9TOMy JOI'0BODY C LDyI'0il CTODOHH.
PasBs aTo He KpuTepuil, WTOCH CYLUTEH O €6 HaMepeHUIX?

To e caMbe OTHOCUTCH B K SNEepHWY CDeLCTEAM cpemHel pajin-
HocTZ B EBponme. HamoMHo jmmue, 4YTO BMEHHO MH HOpenfialaj¥ COKPATHTH
nx 1o mm:xmyma Ha cropoHe CCCP m HATO. B oTBeT BO/M3M HamuX I'pa—
BNl noaB/ANTCA "lepudErA" B KDHAATHE DAkeTH. KAk OH BH, IOCHOI¥EH
IlpesnneHT, OTHEC/MCH, CHyY9HACHh HOIOOCHOS HDPAMEHUTEABHO K CLAT Jiyman
Banla omeHKa HaMepeERil Apyroil CTOPOHH B STOM cjaydae Owna OH OJHO-
3HBUYHO¥ — KK B OTHOmGHWA 66 HOOZXOI2 K IeD8r0OBOPaM, TaK B B TOH,
YTO KaC&EeTCA €€ RaMepeHHH IO CYUeCTBY.

Ho maxe B 3THMX yC/OBHAX MH IDOASH/ ¥ IPOABJLIEN MaKCHAMYM
BHOBDAKA, Hala BHEYHIEHEAA OTBEeTHAS DOaKIMA IO CBOSMYy OOBENY U
XapaKTepy He BHXOIKT 32 DaMKn HelTpamsammn CO3LaBaeMoi HaM X Ha-
IM COBD3HMKaM yIrpo3H. bojiee TOI'0, MH IIpeLnjarask BepHYTHCA K U3-
Haua IbHOMY IIOJIOXEHED M BMECTO Da3BePTHBAHHA [OHKXE- BOODyReHu#
pBIINTE IBHO 3aHATHCA 86 CBEPTHBAHHEM, DAIZKA/BHIR DPpaHquHHGM 7
COKpalleHueM fANepHEX BOODyEeRri, OT0 OTHOLE He BHIBHEEHHES KaKAX—TC
ycaosmii. COoOCTBEHHO I'0B0DA, WTO HECIpaBenJZBOI'O B TOM, YTO 00e
CTODOHH OTM@HW/IM OH CBOM MEDOIDHATHL, B De3y/bTaTe KOTODHX YDOBEL
ANEPHOr0 IPOTUBOCTOAHUA NOBHCHJICH, & CTeleHb BCEOCOUel Oe30IIACHOCS
HaOpOTHB, HOOHWU3M/ACHY Hmuero HeCHpaBei/WEOI'0 HW/M YiepPOHOI'O HH IJU
OZlHO%L CTOPOHH B 9TOM OHTH He MOZEeT. B03Bparl K IPEXHEMY IOJIOKEeHHID
B IAHHOM Cjayuas Owl OH LBREEEWEN O008HX CTODOH BIEDE) B HampaBjiehl
cTaOW/iA3alMA O0/I0AEHUA, K IDAKTUUECKOMY BO30CHOBJIEHKK EEI0 IpO—
18cca OI'D2HMUERHS SIeDHHEX BOODYAeHUME, HMeDHeI0 pemawies 3HaUeHnEe
oA Oynylero MeiIyHapOLHHX OTHONEHM:, L/ MHpPa KaK TAKOBOIO.

Ioxa, OLH&KO, MH He BHiWM IDW3HEKOB TOI'0, 49TD &amepHKaHCKad
CTODOH& HMCXOOUT X3 Takok mpermocuikk. K coxajnerzo, B 3TOM IJ2BHO!
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ceifluac BOIDOCE He 0CHapy#WBaeTCS HOBOI'O X B BameM IHCHMS. T'oBopo
06 oTOM He Dajy IOJIEMHKK, @ B HANBRIE, UTO BH Bce ®E CMORETS8 Ole-
BUTh Npeijaraenil Hamy BHXOL B3 KpafRe cephe3HOrO ICI0ZEHRL,

U3 nameii ¢ Bamu, Iocooivi ﬂpeanﬂeﬁr, Ia ¥ IOpenHIyLeH mepe-
IIMCKM MDAEHO CLEJATH BHBON, UTO C Bamel CTODPOHH B OCueM ILVIAH8 BPO-—
Ie CH ecTh NORiMaHWE, UWTO ¥MeeTCA Le/uli DAI KPYHHHX BOIDPOCOB,
OTHOCALMXCSA K Opoljene Oe30IacHOCTL, KOTODHe TPeOyRT DelleHud H
I8 HEOOXOIUMH COBMECTHHE YCH/MA HaLEX EBYX CTDaH.

Co cBoeil cTOPOEH B IpeAHOyEeM LOC/AZHUN A KOHKDETHO Ha3Bajl
HECKOJIBKO TaKKX BOIPOCOB. HaNOMHK, peub Lijia 00 DTKA3e OT CO3IaHHUA
IIXPOKOMaCHTaOHUX CHCTEN IIPOTIBODAXeTHOH OCODOHH, O BCTYI/EHRW B
IeperoBODH OTHOCUTE/IGHO HEIONyuieHUS MU/MTapu3aiudl KocMoca H
33NpBLEHMY IPOTLBOCIHYTHEKOBOIO ODy#UAS, 0 3aMODAXMBAHUN £IePHOIO
Opy=#s, BO30OCHOBJIEHMN NEDPEr'0BOPOB O BCEOOCLiEM X IIOJHOM 2anpslieRMN
ACIHTaHW ANepHOI'0 ODYXUS M O HEKOTODHX APYIEX MepaX. MHHMA CJjio-
BaMH, MH He BooOue 3a LHaji0r' Mexlly HalMME CTpakaMu, a OpeLjiarach
HamojiHYTh eI'0 KOHKD8THHM BECOMHY COLep#azreM, MR yOexUeHH, UTO
IIPAKTAYBCKO8 IIPOLBUXEHUE IIO ITLM M LDPYyI'MM HalpaBjeHARAM, B33UMHAL
Halie/IEHHOCTE Ha NPaKTHUYECKNE pe3y/bTaTH KOPeHHHM 00pa30M pas-
pEanjm OH OCCTAHOBKY ¥ B HalmX OTHOMEHEAX, X B MEKLYHSPOIHOM
IIjlaie B ILie/I0M. SHAUWTEJLHO NOBHCLJACE OH ¥ CTeIeHBb 10BEDAdA.

Ho MH He DOZyum/o HE 5TH HaIM ODPSL/0REHUA OTK/IIKA, KOTODHY

G e, e L e S e e

n03B0JLl OH POBOPUTH, uTO CoendieRHHe [TaTH FOTOBH K TaKMM KOHKpDE:

HuM pelicTREHAM. He cTaHy CyrmuTh, B uYeM 31eCh Lien0, -HO yOexRIeH,
uTp [0 OO0JIBLOMY CUeTy HuueM Hejb35 OCOCHOBATH M TeM C0jlee OIpaB—

LaTh yXOL OT peleHns IpoGjeM, KOTODHE MOLYT GHI'pDATEH OIDEIE AKIFD- - -

pOJib B TOM, OO0 RKaKOMy IOYTH OOIieT MED. yxe B OjmxaimeM OymyLeM.
Oco3HaH#e 5TOI'0 BCe I'JiyOxe BHELDAETCA B yMaxX OOCLECTBEEHOCTH X
pyKoBojnTeiefl MHOTUX I'OCylLapcTB. HarjinEOe NOATBEDRIEHKE TONYy —
perapBE#ii IDUSHB K IPEBNTEILCTEEM ALEDEEX HEDAAB DYKOBOILNTEjiei
DeCT? IOCYLapCTB, IPELCTEBLTONEX Y9eTHpPe KOHTHHeETa. I'ocnorvi
Ipe3UIeHT, 3TOT IpZ3HB — CUEHEL CEphe3HOE HalOMEEaExe, B TOM

dpcjie Bapmmi cTpaHaM, O TOi OIDOMHOI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, KOTOpad jie-
FMT Ha HYX 3a CcynbCH M@pa, ueji0BevecTBa. Hama 00mas 00732HROCTE —
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OTK/MKHYTBCA Ha STOT NPA3HE Y6CTHO, HE3aMELJITEJIbHO, KOHKDETHEMI
LelcTBUaANK. Co cBoeil cTopoHy CoseTckuil Com3 K 3TOMY L[OTOB.

Honuro yuie HW3/IalaBLKXCA HAME IDELJIOZEHEil, X0Tes ON 0OpaTATH
Bame BHIMaHIE ¥ Ha IONOJH:Te/EHHHE 0GJACTH BOSMOZHODD B3amMOLeiicT—
BEA B MHTeDecaZ yKpeIjiekusa Mupa. OpHa M3 HUX - OUDAEWUYEHES BOEHHO-
MODCKO¥ LesTe/bHOCTA M MODCKHY BOODyxesmii, IIpoGiena 3Ta BECEME aK-
TyajlbHa, He CJyuYaiHo el mpunajia Takoe 3Kauenne n OpraHmsanus
O6remunesnnx Hammil. ¥ Hac ecTh KOHKDETHWE MILEHW, TTO MORHO GHJO
O CIE8JIaTh IJIT CHUKEHUA DACTyulell HanpEseHHOCT# HA MODPHX, LA
HEJEeRHOI0 00ecHneédesusd CBOOOILH MODeNJaBak¥d, O€30IACHOCTH MeEIy-
HEGpPOIHEX MODCKHX KOMMYHMK&Iii. My BHCKa3a/uCh 32 BO3MORHOCTE 00—
_ CYXIeHVS YKa3aHHOI IpoC/eMH B pamMKaX #€HEBCKOL HOH(EDEHINH II0
Da30DYREHVI HJE Ha OTIHe EEHX MHOIOCTODOHHLX meperoBopaX. C yueTon
pO/I¥ HalmMX CTpaH MH Ipenjarael 0GCYLUTE KOMIJAEKC 3TEX BOI)OCOB
I B IBYCTODOHHEM IJiaHe, ADTEeJIOCE OH y3HaTh Bame MHeHue Ha 3TOT
Cu4eT. ‘

Jlanee. HepaBuo cTpaiw BapmaBckoro JoIroBopa HPSLJOKHA/HE CTpaHaN
HATO mpuCTYIIATHL K MHOI'OCTODOHH.M KOHCYJABTAIMAM Ha IDEIMET 38K/I0Ue-
HHA IOI'0BODA O B33MMHOM HEODHAMEHEHUK BOEEHOU CHJIH U INOLNEDRAHMA 01
HomeHuN wmmpa. CyulecTBO ¥ 3HQUEHUE MLEX TaXOI'0 LOI'0BOpA W3BECTHH.
C MOleHTa BHIBUAEHUA OTOI0 IDPENIOKEeHEA BEUMaHKE K HeEMy pacTeT. U
3reCh Hall IBE CTDPaHH TaKi8 MOIJIM CH CHI'PATL O0JIBUYH DOJb. MH
TOTOBH M3Yy4UTEh COOOpaieHAd, KOTODHE MOIYT OHTE y amMe PUKaHCKOI
CTODOHH IO JIQHHONY BOIIPOCY.

CoBeTckuii Corn3 OyLeT ¥ najblle TejaTh BCe OT HeI'0D 33BUCHLEE
IJiT IPOILBUZEHHSI K LOUOBODEHHOCTSM IIO IIpOGjene 3aupeiigHnsa XuMuye—
CKOI'0O OpysMsa, a TaK#8 OTHOCHTEJbHO COKpalieHUsi BOODYZEHHHX CUI H
Boopyzesnli B llerTpasnsHoil Esponme. Hamm pejeraudy B -XeHeB8 K Behe
6yLyT I'OTOBH COTDYyIHHMUATH C &MepWKAHCKWME IIpelCTaBNTe/LMH. Pasy-
MeeTCs, B paMrKax 9THX (ODYyMOB MH IETajbHO BHCKaxXeMCH B IO HeJaBRH
IO 3ALUAM, M3JA0XEHHHM C aMmMe pMKaHCKO CcTOopoHH, J0/4eH, OJHaKo, OT-
MeTHTH, 49TO0 OCLlee BOEYaT/IEHUE — K HE TOJBXO Hale - TaK0BO, TTO
5TH INO3EZIYH He IpPSICTaB/IZNT COO0L KOHCTDYKTZBHOI'O BKJAJ8 B Y&€
OpPOJE IAHHYK Ha YKa3aRHHX Qopymax pacoTy.

CoBeTcknii COn3 HENABHO BHCTYTHJ HZ CTOXIOJIRMCKOY KOKEWepeHINA
C KOEKDETHN4 M TilaTe/IbHO CcO2/BHCHDOBaHHN: LOKYMEHTON, HampasjigHHEM
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Ha FOCTHXEHUE LEACTBHTE/IBHO 3HauMMOY HOPOEODPEHHOCTH, KOTODAs KO-
penHRY 00pa30M yKpemmja On 6e300aCHOCTH Ha @BDPONEHCKOM KOHTHMEEETE.
Ilpy monroTozxe 3TOIO AOKYMEHTZ MH YUATHBA/M MHEHRS, BHCKA3HBAELNE—
cd Ha DepBON DayHNe KOLQEDEeHIMM, & TaKiXe B X0Ie LBYCTODOHRMX KOH-
CyAbTauuii, B TOM WICJE C aMEDUKAHCKHUMA LODEINCTABHTE/LAMH. MH XOTejx
OH paccuuTesaTh, UTO CoernuEeHHHne litaTH 3aiMyT B CTOKIOJIEME IO 3MID
KOTOpaf [03B0/MT ZOTOBODUTHCH O B3a¥MOIPLENIEMHEX PemeHnAX.

Kak yse yraswBa2/0ChH C Hawell CTODOHH B I8peluHCKe C Bamu, Mu 22
IBYCTODOHHU} OOMEH MHEHHMMM IO DerUOHaBENM Npoljenar., Hamsmy mnoc-
Jy Hopy4aeTcs U3JI0OXETE DOCCEKDETapl O0Jiee KOBKpeTHHE CO00pazeHAA
0 3TUM M HEKOTODRM IPyI'WM BOOpOCaM. 3LECH XE £ CUUTan HeoOXoIu-—

" MM IONYEDPKHYTH I'JIaBHOE — HEOOXCIMMOCTBH CLEPRAHHOCTRE R HEIOLIyLeHRS
IelcTBUl, KaKUMM OH MOTZBAMH OHW EM IMKTOBZJHCH, KOTODHE MOI'JH OX
JUIUb YCH/MBATH ONACHYN HaIpPA#EHHOCTL B TeX HJU HHEHEX paiioHax, 3a-
TPYLHATE LOCTHREHNE CIpaBelMBOI'0 NOJMTAYECKOI'0 yDPery/pOBaHUA.
Mnp Ee pas yfexiajcd, 4YTO IACHTH BCIOHXHYBIRi IOXap BO CTO KDPAT
TpylpHee, WeM IpenOoTBPAaTUTE ero. IIOMHETE 00 3TOM — B BETepecaX BCeE:

Y MeHA HeT #eJIaHHA 33KgEuUBaTh 5TO0 IIOCJ2HHAE Ha HeIaTHBHOH
HOTE, HO C YY6TOM HEKOTODHX BHCHKa3WBaHWY, CONEDEANUXCA B BaLew
IMCEME, BHHY®IEH 3aMeTUTh, TYTO IPPBHECEHWE B MEKI'OCYIAaDPCTBEHHHE
OTHOMEHKA BOOPOCOB, KacaliMXCs CyLyO0 BHYTDEHHHX 6 Haued um
Baweil cTpaHH, He 0TBeuasT 33IAaYe BHIpPABAEHRA B3TEX OTHOmMeRuM, ec/m
Tak0Ba Eama Iejb. X0TeJIoCk OH, UTOCH BOIPOCH TEKOTO DOLA HE OTAID
liajim ¥ Hamy C BamMm IepPENnCKy, KOTODPYW MH 00a, Kak s IOOHENMaw, UeH:

C axeamem,
s K YBPHEHRO

li0OCKB&a
6 mioHg 1984 rona
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First. I would like to draw your attention to the fact that
the solution of major questions, including new ones, set forth
in the message of K.U.Chernenko would be of principal importance
from the point of view of improving the Soviet-American relations
and the internationesl situation in general, Thus we again confirm
in the practical wgy the line toward conducting a businesslike
exchange of views with the Government of the United States with
the aim of achieving constructive agreements on a wide range of
issues in the Soviet-American relations. It concerns both the
questions of strengthening security and ending the arms race as
well as the area of bilateral relations.

Up till now, however, the American side acts in such a way
that we do not see its readiness to go forward in practice to
improving our relations, though quite a few words about such
readiness have been said recently. The repeated promises to do
something positive are not followed by anything tangible as yet.

At the same time it is often said that the American side
allegedly introduces some concrete proposals, but the Soviet
side reacts to them negatively. It is stated even as if we
consciously counteract to some constuctive efforts by the
Administration and d0 not want progress in our relations. It is
obvious for us that the situation is just the opposite. It is not
clear, however, why a deliberately false impression is created,
if, indeed, there is a desire to find a common language.

It is known, by whose initiative the Soviet-American relation:
were brought to such a mediocre snape. If an unbiased approach
is used, there cannot be two opinions., Nevertheless, not once
we proposed to revive our relations and to fill them with
concrete contents. These questions have been discussed with the
Secretary of State many times.

If businesslike views in this regard were expressed by the
American side,—and promises of such nature were given many times,—
then, by all means, we would consider them with due attention.

We wish only that it could be something specific and not
simply symbolics presented as something positive in the way
of formal extention of some agreements which are in fact not



working. For example, we are told for some time already that a
cuestion of allocating fishing quotas for us is being considered.
But at The same vime, as we find out, measures of The opposite
neture are being taken. Is it not the decision on limiting the
activity of the joint Soviet-American fishing company on the
Pacific coast that speakes about it?

There are attempts to attribute to us the desire to curtail
the contacts and ties, including the area of scientific and
cultural exchanges. However, the situation here as well rests on
.the position and acts of the American side. It rests on its
unreadiness to solve the question of providing sescurity for
Soviet participants in such exchanges and normal conditions for
their presence in the US. It is a question o principle and it
cannot be avoided. It is again proven by recent hostile acts
against Soviet people in the US. The American side also avoids
the solution of the question concerning the practical side of
such exchanges, connected with the resumption of the flights
by the Aeroflot to the United States.

Now The American side keeps some kind of rosters of
guestions, replies to which should be given by this or that side.
But even if to approach the situation with this formal voint of
view, it still turns out that we constructively develop our
position and introduce concrete proposals, while the American side
limits itself to promises to think about something and to
consider something.

On the Soviet side there is no lack of desire and efforts
to really improve the situation in our relations. It is up to
the American side.

Second. Questions of security.

The Soviet position on the question of preventing the

militarization of outer space has been already presented quite
clearly to the Secretary of State. We proceed from the idea that

formal negotiations on this matter should start between especial-
ly appointed delegations. The organizational side of such
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negotiations should be discussed through the diplometic channels.
In other words now The gquestion is this: is the American side
prepared to solve this urgent problem, which long ago has already
gone because of its importance beyond the framework of the Soviet-
American relations only?

A proposal has been introduced by the Soviet side that both
sides should reject the very idea of developing and deploying
large-scale antibailistic missile defense systems, We would be
ready to discuss the means of realization of this proposal -~ for

-example to discuss the substance and the form of appropriate
statements, the order of making them public, etec.

Our position with regard to the gquestion of the treaties of
1974 and 1976 on the limitation of underground nuclear explosions
is also clear. The treaties were carefully worked out including
the part concerning control. They were signed and should be put '
in force. There is no necessity in any additional interpretation
of any provisions of the treaties. The questions, should the sides
have them in the future as the treaties are in force, could be |
considered and solved in accordance with relevant provisions of
those treaties themselves., The issue now is only whether the
Americen side is or is not willing to ratify these treaties., .
We favor doing this and as far as possible without further delay.

The Soviet side attributes great significance to the banning
of chemical weapons, to the reduction of the armed forces and
the armaments in Central Furope. These questions must by solved.
Our specific considerations in connection with the latest
proposals of the United States concerning these questions will
by stated by the Soviet representatives at the appropriate forums.

However, it may be said even now that the American position,
unfortunately, does not give hope. We woulda like to think that the
Americen side will properly take into account those observations
and remarks which we and not only we shall express in Geneva and
Vienna. There the Soviet delegations will be ready to mazintain
contact with the American side as before.




As for discussing these questions in some other menner,
now there is no basis for that in view of the character of the
latest American prooosals.

Third. Regionzal problems. We reveatecdly expressed our
readiness to discuss with the 4merican side regional problems
named by it and other ones.
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In this connection we are prevered to listen to the possible

consideretions of the American side in response to what hes
already been said by us on the South of Aifrica, and also on the

situation in the Middle Fast and on the conflict between Iran and

Irag. In the future, depending on the progress made, we could
égree to hold certain special meetings of our representatives
as well, e do not exclude this.

As we have already pointed out, it is especially important
that restraint be shown, no actions which could exacerbate the
situetion be taken. This concerns the gbove mentioned as well
as other regions.

Fourth. The Soviet side intends in the nearest future to
propoose the date of the next round of negotviations on the
convention line in the Bering sea. Ve expect that the American
side has aznalized the results of the previous round and could
take the position which would enable us to come to a just and
mutually acceptable solution of this question.

We also intend to convey in the near future our views

concerning the negotiations on cooperation in the search and

rescue overations in the Nothern vart of the Pacific ocezan.




