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2653
MEMORANDUM
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
e S ONFEDENETAE = April 2, 1984
ACTION
MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C. MCFARLANE
FROM: JACK MATLOCKISV'
SUBJECT: Meeting of President with Russian Emigre Writers

Mike Deaver has requested your opinion regarding the possibility
of the President meeting with three Russian emigre writers living
in the United States, Vasili Aksyonov, Sergei Dovlatov and Yuz
Aleshkovsky.

I believe that the President would find it very interesting to
hear the views of these writers on some of the questions he has
been discussing with other recent visitors, particularly those
relating to Russian and Soviet psychology and the role of
Communist ideology in regime thinking.

If he has a meeting with emigre writers, however, I believe it
should include some from genres other than the novel (Josef
Brodsky, for example, is one of the finest Russian poets writing
today). We should also give some thought to the orientation of
members of the group as regards other Russian emigres. It would
be unfortunate to be seen favoring one faction over another. Of
the three writers mentioned in the Times article, I know only
Aksyonov personally. He is a brilliant writer who is an
excellent conversationalist.

In sum, if you think the President would be interested, I would
recommend that we draw up a list of not more than five Russian

emigre writers and invite them to a meeting or a private lunch.
Some of them do not speak English well, so an interpreter will

probably be necessary.

Walt Raymond concurs.

Recommendation:

That I discreetly consult some persons knowledgeable about the
Russian emigre cultural scene (including Suzanne Massie), and
develop a list of about five emigre writers to be invited to a
meeting or lunch with the President.

Approve-, Disapprove
Attachment:

Tab I - Memo from Deaver's office and New York Times article
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MEMORANDUM
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL

April 27, 1984

MEMORANDUM FOR JACK MATLOCK

FROM: WALT RAYMOND VA~
SUBJECT: Presidential Meeting with Russian Emigre
Writers

I have reflected on this question. If the basic purpose is to
give the President a genuine opportunity to have an exchange
of views with Russians who have comparatively recently left
the Soviet Union I would propose two alternative approaches.

- A lunch with Mr. & Mrs. Solzhenit%é. As you know there
was some bruised feelings when the earlier White House
invitation aborted. Judgement may be made that no
further inyitation should be extended. Nevertheless,
Solzhenitzn is the best writer and possibly the most
insightful person. He will not come to a group meeting
but his qualities are such that he does indeed stand
alone. The only other person who could participate is
Mstislav Rostropovich.

- A group of exiled writers/intellectuals that I would
recommend include the following:

Aksyonov
Neivestny
Brodsky

Lev Kopelev
Rostropovich
Nekrich

Alex Godunov
Pavel Litvinov

A brief comment about this group. I think the first five

would give you good balance. Kopelev is @ more liberal, e

Rostropovich is a Russian nationalist, the others are
centrists. If you wanted to substitute one of the above
Nekrich is a good historian who divides his time between Paris
and Cambridge. Godunov is an articulate ballet dancer and
Pavel Litvinov is a very impressive representative of the
democratic movement. The problem with Litvinov is that he
also came to the first luncheon. He is the only one who did,
but that probably disqualifies him.
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MEMORANDUM
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL

- e SN BENE AL~ April 2, 1984

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C., MCFARLANE

FROM: JacK MaTLockf W

SUBJECT: Meeting of U.S.-USSR Trade and Economic Council
Bill Verity, Co-Chairman of the U.S.-USSR Trade and Economic
Council, has written you with five requests in connection with
the meeting of the Council in New York, which is scheduled for
May 21-25. His specific requests are the following:

1. That the President send a message to the Council;

2. That the President receive Deputy Foreign Trade Minister
Sushkov, the Soviet co-chairman;

3. That Deputy Prime Minister Baibakov (Chairman of the
State Planning Commission) be received at the White House if
Verity's group should invite him to visit the United States;
4. That Aeroflot flights be resumed before May 20; and

5. That the President receive Verity before the meeting.

Discussion:

1. Presidential message: I see no objection to this, provided it
is carefully worded. (We can coordinate language with State and
Commerce, if it is decided to send one.)

2. Sushkov call on President: I believe that this would be
inappropriate, given Sushkov's relatively low rank and my feeling
that we should not be emphasizing the trade relationship at a
time when the Soviets are resisting our overtures to negotiate
matters of greater importance. In the past, when the President
has received Soviet participants in the meeting of the council,
relations were better and the Soviet group was headed by Foreign
Trade Minister Patolichev.
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~CONEIDENTIAL -« 2

3. Baibakov call at White House: It would be more appropriate
for the President to receive Baibakov than Sushkov, but even here
I suspect that the gesture could be misinterpreted. I would see
no problem in the Vice President receiving him, however, and
would suggest that Verity be told that if Baibakov comes, we
would attempt to arrange an appointment with either the President
or the Vice President.

4, Aeroflot Service: This, I believe, is out of the question.
The sanction was initially applied because of Poland, and
reaffirmed after the KAL shoot-down. The balance of benefits
favors the Soviets, and the privilege should be restored only
when some progress is manifest in the areas which stimulated the
sanction, or until the Soviets are willing to make a concession
in an area of interest to us.

5. Verity meeting with President: I have no objection to such a
meeting, but given the constraints on the President's time, would
recommend a non-commital reply at this point.

I have drafted a reply for you to send Verity (Tab I), which
incorporates these recommendations on the five points.

D
Doug McMinn concurs.

Recommendation:

That you sign the letter at TAB I.
Approve Disapprove
Attachments:

Tab I - Letter to Verity for signature
Tab II - Verity-McFarlane Letter of March 27, 1984




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Dear Bill:

Thank you very much for filling me in on your recent trip and
sharing with me your plans for the U.S.-USSR Trade and Economic
Council.

I also appreciate your letter of March 27, which sought guidance
on several questions related to your meeting in New York in May.
I believe that the President will be pleased to send a message to
the Council, and will recommend that he do so. I do not believe
his schedule at that time will permit him to receive Deputy
Minister Sushkov, however. As for Deputy Prime Minister
Baibakov, it is difficult to make a commitment without knowing
when he might come, but I would try to arrange a meeting either
with the President or with the Vice President if Mr. Baibakov
should accept your invitation to visit the United States.

Regarding AReroflot flights, I doubt that it will be possible to
lift the sanction on regular service before your meeting May 20.
Sanctions were imposed following the declaration of martial law
in Poland, and reaffirmed after the Soviets shot down the Korean
airliner and refused to accept responsibility or to pay
compensation. In the absence of progress in changing the
conditions which caused us to apply the sanctions, and of a
general improvement in U.S.-Soviet relations -- which the Soviet
Government seems to be resisting at this time -- a reversal of
the sanctions on Aeroflot service does not seem realistic.

I know the President would like to make time to see you sometime
in the near future, but, with his trip to China coming up, his
calendar is extremely tight. We will certainly bear your
interest in mind, and if a possibility should arise, I'll let
you know.




2

You have my best wishes for a successful meeting in New York, and

I hope that my thoughts on the topics you raised will assist you
in making plans for the meeting.

With best regards,

Sincerely,

Mr. C. William Verity, Jr.
Chairman, Executive Committee
Armco Corporate Offices

703 Curtis Street .
Middletown, Ohio 45043
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Bill Verity called with the following questions
1. Will you prepare a letter from the President to the Trade
Council in which the President will say the work of the Council

has been very helpful in restoring trade between our two
countries?

2. Will the President receive Vice Minister Sushkov, who is
co-chairman of the trade council in US on May 21-25?

3. Could we invite Deputy Prime Minister Baibikhov to the
United States? If we did, it would mean he would have to be
received at the White House.

4. What is the possibility of Aeroflot flights between New York
and Moscow being resumed before May 20?

Kay
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Do you want Amb Matlock to prepare

a response for your signature to
Bill Verity?

Yes No

Wilma
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ARMCO CORPORATE OFFICES

C. WILLIAM VERITY, JR.
Chairman, Executive Committee
Board of Directors

March 27, 1984

The Honorable Robert C. McFarlane

National Security Advisor to the President
The White House

Pennsylvania Avenue

Washington, D.C. 20050

Dear Mr. McFarlane:

I thoroughly enjoyed our visit last Thursday and appreciate so
much you taking the time to visit with me and to bring me
up-to-date on our present positions vis—a-vis the Soviet
Union.

I talked to Tom Green and Terry Pearce over the weekend and we
are making arrangements to see Ambassador Dobrynin during the
first week of April. We shall keep you advised of the results
of that meeting.

I am also happy that I had a chance to share with you some of
the high points of my meeting in Moscow with Prime Minister
Tikhonov, as well as meetings with Deputy Prime Minister
Nicholai Baibakov and Foreign Trade Minister Patolichev.
There is no question in my mind that the Soviets are anxious
to move forward in the normalization of relationships, but
they want President Reagan to provide some signals that he is
desirous of moving forward and that he does understand the
Soviets' reluctance to make the first move.

I do believe that the U.S.-U.S.S.R. Trade and Economic Council
meeting in New York on May 22-24 might provide a good vehicle
for communication with the Soviets.

As I explained to you, the Trade Council is considered by high
Soviet officials to be a very important organization. At the
meeting in May, we will have not only a meeting of members
but, also, the Directors and the Executive Committee, which is
composed of Soviet Ministers, including Alkhimov, Chairman of
Gosbank.

As agreed, I will check with you early this week on specific
questions I asked of you —- namely, would the President send a
message of support for the work of the Council and a message
for our May meeting which would indicate that he hopes progress
is made in ways to facilitate trade between our two countries?

ARMCO INC. « 703 CURTIS STREET, MIDDLETOWN, OHIO 45043
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The Honorable Robert C. McFarlane
Page 2
March 27, 1984

Also, would the President receive Vladimir Sushkov, Chairman
of the Soviet side of the Council? Mr. Sushkov and I are
Co—Chairmen —- one from the American side and one from the
Soviet side. Mr. Sushkov would be available on May 21, 22,
23 or 24.

Is is possible for us to invite Nicholai Baibakov, Deputy
Prime Minister of the Soviet Union and Chairman of Gosplan, to
the United States? We would make all the necessary arrange-—
ments for his visit, but it would not be appropriate to invite
him unless we knew that he would be received at the White
House.

Nicholai Baibakov is one of the most revered men in the Soviet
Union because of the important position he has held for many
years as Chairman of Gosplan.

And, lastly, if it is possible to reestablish the Aeroflot
flights between New York and Moscow by May 22, this would be
most helpful in making a significant signal to the Soviet
Union.

If you were to let me know that this might be possible, I

would communicate with Vladimir Sushkov and tell him that this
is being done because of his request and, as a means of
facilitating attendance by the Soviets at the meeting May 22-24.
I can assure you this would be a most significant signal to

the Soviets.

I am most anxious to be of help to you and to the President in
any matter regarding our relationships with the Soviet Union.
I do believe our Council might be helpful in creating a dialogue.

Also, I am hopeful that I will have a chance to spend about
ten minutes with the President at which time I could give him
my feelings about the current situation with the Soviet Union,
and some other suggestions on possible signals to them.

Sincerely,

CWV:cee







0897
MEMORANDUM
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL

~CONEIDENTIAL —- - April 2, 1984

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C. MCFARLANE

FROM: JACK MATLOCK

SUBJECT: Green-Pearce "Peace Initiative"

Tom Green and Terry Pearce have sent the President another letter
asking whether the President would be interested in pursuing the
idea, as a private initiative, another step if the others (Deng
and Chernenko) are interested.

I recommend that the President reply to the letter making it
clear that he could not consider the initiative until we have

made some progress on concrete issues.

Recommendation:

That you sign the memorandum to the President at TAB I, which
includes the wording you suggested in your note of March 29.

Approve Disapprove
Attachments:
Tab I - Memorandum to the President
Tab A - Letter from the President
Tab B - Letter from the President to Green and Pearce of
February 7
Tab II - Previous memoranda on the subject
DECLASSIFIED
—CONEIDENPEATr - _
NLS F2s—07Y #¢Y

Declassify on: OADR
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MEMORANDUM 067

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

CONEIDENTEIAL--«

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM: ROBERT C. MCFARLANE
SUBJECT: "Peace Initiative" by Tom Green and Terry Pearce
Issue

Whether to give encouragement to a "peace initiative" by
businessmen Tom Green and Terry Pearce.

Facts

Friends of Albert Schwabacher, Tom Green and Terry Pearce, sent
you a proposal in January for a private appeal to Deng Xiaoping,
Andropov and yoursef to issue a statement that you commit your
countries to the elimination of war within ten years. You
replied to their letter on February 8 applauding their commitment
to peace but explaining that such an initiative could be
interpreted at this time as an empty political gesture. Green
and Pearce have written again (TAB B) asking whether you could
endorse the step if Deng and Chernenko show responsiveness to
their private efforts.

Discussion

I continue to believe that we should not encourage this
well-meaning but misguided effort. We need to concentrate both
public and Soviet attention on the need for concrete steps to
lower tensions, rather than adding to grand-sounding but
impractical proposals of the sort the Soviets are fond of
floating in order to deflect attention from their intransigence
in solving real problems.

Recommendation

That you sign the letter at TAB A, which explains why you are
unable to endorse their idea at this time and provides guidance
for any future contacts they may make with other governments.

OK No

— = DECLASSIFIED
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~CONEIDENEIAL -2 -

Attachments:
Tab A - Letter to Tom Green and Terry Pearce for signature
Tab B - Letter of February 7 to Green and Pearce

Prepared by:
Jack Matlock

cc: Vice President




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Dear Tom and Terry:

Thank you for your letter of February 29,
recounting your recent efforts in regard to your
peace initiative.

As I wrote you on February 7, you are certainly to
be commended for your tireless and imaginative
work on the problem of eliminating war between
nations.

I have been attempting for some time to put our
relations on a more positive track with the Soviet
Union by discussing a wide range of concrete steps
which we both could take to diminish the threat of
war. As I wrote you before, I believe that some
of these steps must be achieved before a proposal
such as yours could be realistically considered.

Up to now, unfortunately, the Soviets have not
been cooperative in addressing most of the prob-
lems between us. Therefore, we must persevere in
our efforts to concentrate attention on these
concrete issues.

For this reason, I believe it is still premature
to consider a general initiative of the sort you
are proposing. Since it is important that other
governments not misunderstand our position, you
should make it clear in any future activities that
the United States Government did not solicit your
proposal and does not sponsor it. The United
States Government is of course sympathetic to the
purposes of the plan and its content.



I hope that, if our current efforts bear fruit,
conditions will change sufficiently to make your
plan a practical possibility.

Sincerely,

Mr. B. Tom Green

Mr. N. Terry Pearce

2349 Spanish Trail
Tiburon, California 94920



THIE WHITE THTOUSI,
WASTINGTON

February 7, 1984

Dear Tom and Terry:

Thank you for calling to my attention your
proposal entitled "Taking the Essential Step Now
to End War between Nations in Our Lifetime."

I think you are to be commended for the
imagination and hard work which went into
developing this proposal. I know that it required
considerable personal sacrifice on your part and I
~admire your faith in the possibility of reaching

out to the humane instincts which God has given
every human being.

But in considering your proposal, I must give
careful thought to how Chairman Andropov is likely
to interpret it. The fact is that when I called
for an expansion of our dialogue in an effort to
solve problems between us, the Soviets charged me
with political grandstanding and ill intentions.
Now, I'm not going to give up on my effort to
engage the Soviets in an intensive problem-solving
dialogue. That effort is going forward, and I
hope it will bring some concrete results soon. I
fear that if I endorse your proposal at this time,
the Soviets would interpret it as a ruse, to get
off our problem-solving agenda. I know that this
is not your intent, but feel that the Soviets are
likely to view it that way.

Tom and Terry, your selfless efforts to promote
peace provide another wonderful example of what I
have always said makes America great: the
dedication of our people to contribute their time
and talents to making the world a better place. I




hope that the time will soon come when proposals
such as yours can be accepted by our adversaries
in the true spirit in which they are offered. It
is my goal to bring us to that point.

Thank you again for sharing your idea with me.

Sincerely,

N

Mr. B. Tom Green:

Mr. N. Terry Pearce

2349 Spanish Trail
Tiburon, California 94920
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THE WHITEZ HOUSE
WASHINGTON

~CONELBENTIAL-~ ~ February 6, 1984
ACTION
MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT . /
FROM: ROBERT C. MCFARLANE [*7¢
SUBJECT: "Peace Initiative" by Tom Green and Terry Pearce
Issue

Whether to give encouragement to a "peace initiative" by
businessmen Tom Green and Terry Pearce.

Facts

Friends of Albert Schwabacher, Tom Green and Terry Pearce, have
sent you a proposal (TAB B) for a private appeal to Deng
Xiaoping, Yuri Andropov and yourself to issue a statement
simultaneously that you commit your respective countries to the
elimination of war between countries within ten years. They have
sent the suggestion to Deng by a private emissary and would like
yvour approval to send it to Andropov with your backing.

Discussion

This is an innocent, well-meaning, but unfortunately misguided
effort. The Soviets have already accused you of making general
suggestions for peace purely for political effect. They would
intrepret a proposal such as this in that light, and it could
undermine our efforts to get them on a concrete negotiating track
which deals with the hard specifics necessary to reduce tensions.
Furthermore, it would tend to legitimate their practice of
floating grand-sounding proposals such as non-use-of-force pacts,
nuclear freezes and the like which are dangerous because they
would constrain our deterrent while the Soviets ignore them in
practice.

RECOMMENDATION :

I recommend that you sign the letter at TAB A, which explains to
Messrs. Green and Pearce why the overture they suggest could be
misunderstood by the Soviets at this time and thus have the
opposite effect of that intended.

OK No
DECLASSIFIED
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Attachments:
Tab A Letter to Tom Green and Terry Pearce
Tab B Proposal by Tom' Green and Terry Pearce
Prepared by:
Jack Matlock
cc: Vice President
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DRAFT

TAKING THE ESSENTIAL STEP NOW TO END WAR BETWEEN NATIONS IN OUR LIFETIME

JANUARY 1984

TO: President Yuri Andropov
Vice Chairman Deng Xiaoping
President Ronald Reagan

This message is being privately presented to each of you by individuals you
know and trust,who represent only themselves. The idea carried is merely a

new form of one which is already yours. It is to take an essential step, now,
which will make possible, in our lifetime, a shared goal: the end of war
between nations. It is the power of history, and the contributions of millions
before you, which have created the unique conditions which now allow you to play
this significant role in human history. This week, the idea is being offered to
all three of you through similar informal channels: ‘

- To Deng Xiaoping -
- To Ronald Reagan - (names deleted for the Progress Report)
- To Yuri Andropov -

PROLOGUE

Throughout history and in virtually every country of the world, shifts have
occurred in the attitude of the populace which appear to have been sudden,

and which precipitated the taking of action to bring about a fundamental and
monumental change in the direction of cultures. These sudden shifts were
brought about by some dramatic, catalytic action which merely confirmed that
which was already wanted could be. These dramatic actions changed what
appeared to be a "dream" into an attainable, practical goal to be achieved.
The many problems were then addressed and solved to bring about the previously
only dreamed-about results. This is a plan to evoke such a shift in attitude
on a global scale.

GOAL

To create a global political climate in early 1984 which, for the first time in
history, actually supports and facilitates achieving the monumental challenge
of ending war between nations in our lifetime.

This climate of possibility will be created through an effectively implemented
dramatic, catalytic action which focuses the worlds' commitment on this goal.
A measurement of the goal's achievement will be a working, non-violent process
of conflict resolution.

SCOPE

The plan is to create the necessary climate of commitment to the goal. Imple-
mentation will not require you or any leader or any country to change a position,
nor does this plan address solutions to the many complex problems which will
need resolution before the end of war and the threat of war as an instrument

of national policy can be accomplished. The plan will be effective in focus-
ing all such efforts, for the first time, so the result will be accomplished -
the establishment of a continuing process of practical peace - in our lifetime.



BASIS

For all things done, at least three elements are present in sequence:
- The result is wanted. (Will)
- The result is seen as really possible. (Commitment is made.)
- Actions are taken to produce it.

If will is assumed, then the achievement of a goal depends on it being seen

as possible in a way that spurs action to accomplish the result. The differ-
ence between dreams that are merely dreamt and goals that are actually realized
is the commitment, expressed strongly enough to evoke possibility, which brings
reality to the result.

Much of the world population now wants to end war as an instrument of national
policy, and much action is being taken to bring it about. The goal is not
reached because the world does not see the whole, the result of the end of

war between nations, as a real possibility. Accordingly, nations are working

on the parts: disarmament, the Middle East, Central America, containment, detente
trade, cultural and scientific exchanges, - as one would work on a jigsaw

puzzle with one critical element missing: the boxtop. The boxtop for this puzzle
is the whole: the goal of finding a way to end war and the threat of war as
instruments of national policy. It is a goal shared by much of the world and one
we can now commit to achieving by some time in the foreseeable future.

Possibility can be evoked by someone with the perceived power to produce the
result declaring the possibility, stating the commitment, and thereby enroll-
ing others totally in the result. 1In a family, such goals are often set by
parents, in business by the chairman, and for nations by the body or individual
with the power in the proper domain. Various bodies in each of your countries
literally declare social change, and Heads of State literally declare war. In
these examples, such declaration evokes possibility in a way that spurs action.
Agreement by everyone isn't necessary, and in fact action opposing the result
is often brought forth by such declaration. The result is seen as possible by
all, whether they agree with the result or not.

HISTORICAL PRECEDENTS

- The Reformation

The end of slavery in the United States

- India's independence from Great Britain

Egypt - Israeli "peace"

America's Man-on-the-Moon

American/Chinese normalization

—-7—



In all of these cases, the declarer, the one who recognized and stated the
real possibility, changed the "dream" to a goal, expressed a commitment to
achieve it, and is recognized as the significant participant, even though

all of the complex problems remained to be solved. Those credited with the
cited events are clearly Luther, Lincoln, Ghandi, Sadat, Kennedy and Nixon/Mao.
Others who followed did the work inside of the commitment and brought about
the result.

We assert that the primary distinction between these examples and the end of
war between nations is one of scale. There has not been a worldwide goal in
the history of the planet, yet the basis for accomplishment, the principles,
are the same. What catalytic action now could create a similar climate of

real possibility for the ending of war as an instrument of national policy?

THE PLAN

A new global climate can be established by a joint televised declaration by
the three of you: President Reagan, President Andropov and Vice Chairman
Deng Xiaoping stating your commitment, and your countries' commitment, to
the goal of ending war between nations by a definite time. This commitment
will be to have in place, and working, a non-violent process of conflict
resolution between nations, by a specific time in the foreseeable future,
perhaps within ten years.

The commitment will be dramatically stated, simultaneously, to the people
of your individual countries, and then directly by you to each other's
countries and to the world, via international media. Such a joint decla-
ation by you, who have the perceived power to make it so, will be the
catalytic action which will create the necessary climate to allow the work
going on to actually bring about the result.

The declaration will not require you or any leader to change his position
on the method of bringing about the result and will create the atmosphere,
overnight, for constructive discussion and re-evaluation of those positions
in light of the fresh, time-specific commitment to the now-transcendent
common interest: finding a way to end war between nations in our

lifetime.

The declaration will include an invitation by you to the rest of the world

to join in the commitment, and will be immediately followed that same day by
announcements by each leader of a package of feasible unilateral actions, no
matter how small. These actions will be initiated to demonstrate each nation's
commitment to the goal, and to accelerate the process of bringing about the
desired result. The actions will grow in number and significance until the
result, a process of real peace, is achieved.



RISKS

I1f the time is not right, the shift in global attitude will not occur, and the
world will continue on its present course. You will only receive credit for
trying. If the time is right, and the shift occurs, your nations, and all nations,
now supported by the world's commitment, will not just address but will solve the
real and complicated challenges to achieving the goal. You and your three nations
will have facilitated a magnificent step in human history. The risk of the present
course is great. The risk of the declaration is minimal.

DISTINCTIONS

Other "agreements" regarding ending war have been made in the past, all have
served and all have been insufficient, including the commitment in the U.N.
Charter. There are differences in this idea:

1. THE-TIME-IN-HISTORY. The result is truly wanted by a critical
mass of the world's people. This result is now deeply desired,
and is greatly strenghtened by the awareness of the real and
growing threat of human extinction.

2. THOSE COMMITTING. You, the leaders of the three most powerful
countries, collectively, have the perceived power to take the
actions necessary to realize this first formal global goal.

3. THE FORMAT Making for the first time a joint, time-specific
commitment directly to the others' countries, and to the world,
is dramatic and evoking. The first-time use of this form of
world-wide television makes attention of the world possible.

4. THE CONTENT Past declarations of commitment to end war have all
had provisions of exception. This one commits only to achieving
the goal, the end of war as an instrument of national policy by
a definite date. The umbrella of common interest is broad, with
the end being measurable: an effective, non-violent process of
conflict resolution, in place and working by a specific time.

FORMAT-DETAILS

No sumit meeting is required. Each of you will first address your nation,
stating your commitment, and then directly address, via media, the other two
countries, stating the same commitment. Each declaration contains common
elements:

- The commitment of you and your country to the goal: to end war between
nations by a specific time agreed to in advance, perhaps within ten
years, and to have in place and working,.a non-violent process of con-
flict resolution between nations by that specific time.

- An invitation to the rest of the world to join in the commitment.

- A statement that within the next 24 hours, at a specific time, actions
will be announced by each of you to demonstrate your commitment to finding
a way to achieve this historic goal. These will be unilateral, and as sub-
stantive as possible; however, the presence of action is more significant
than the substance. -4~



CONCLUSION

The declaration is simple, safe and serves your personal interest. No posit-
ions need be changed by this dramatic statement.

The statement of the goal by you, who have the perceived power to accomplish
it will create the necessary climate by making the goal real and achieveable
to the world, and the specific date set for its achievement will allow for safe
transition to the now-realizable condition of a world in which war between
nations is unacceptable.

The emissaries bringing this thought support you in playing a pivitol role as
one of three who can actually state this commitment for the world. History
has brought you this opportunity. The world will commit to the goal sometime.
If you wish, you can take this initiative now to create the historical turn-
ing point which will allow the goal's achievement in your family's lifetime.




The substance of The Declaration of Commitment will be your joint statement:

"I hereby commit (my country) to the goal of ending war between nations
within ten years, and invite the world to join in this commitment. I will
announce (within 24 hours) unilateral actions to demonstrate our intention."

NEXT STEPS

Within one week, your initial reactions, delivered to the individual presenting
this will be exchanged with the private emissaries to the other leaders. You
will each be informed of the others' responses. Your response to your emissary
should include:

- Your willingness to pursue the plan another step if the others are.

- Your general concurrence with the procedures delineated below, unless
modified by consensus.

General Procedures:

1. The substantive message of the declaration made by all of you will be
identical. Any refinements necessary in the language of the declaration or

in the date by which a means for a safe transition will be achieved, will be
mutually agreed. The specific date stated as the goal in the declaration will
be before the year 2000. .

2. The date for making the declaration will be mutually agreed and will
before April 1984. ‘

3. There will be no public acknowledgement of these discussions prior to the
declaration. Any inquiries will be responded to in the same way; we suggest:
"We are always looking for ways of opening discussions on subjects of mutual

interest, and we continue to do so."

4. Any consultation with allies will be done in strict privacy at the highest
levels.

5. Each leader will address his nation first. The sequence of speaking to
other nations will be determined by lot. A copy of your and the other
leaders' remarks to the other two nations will be exchanged three days before
the declaration.

6. One week prior to the declaration, each party will deliver to the others
concurrently, the list of minimum intended unilateral actions each plans for
announcement within 24 hours of the declaration. Three days before the
declaration, the list will again be exchanged, with any modifications.

7. The working language for these exchanges will be English. A possible

text for a United States version of the declaration of commitment by President
Reagan is included with this document only to provide a general sense of content,
not to suggest specifics.




The initial response of the other two leaders and protocol for the next
exchange will be communicated through these same private emissaries within
two weeks of your initial response.

History has given you the unique privilege of being one of the first three
spokesmen for the whole world. It is an honor to be part of bringing this
history shaping opportunity to you.



&# TAKING THE ESSENTIAL STEP NOW
TO END WAR BETWEEN NATIONS

BACKGROUND OF PRINCIPALS

In the spring of 1983 Tom Green and Terry Pearce chose to take
one year sabbaticals from their careers as business executives.
This choice was made out of their shared commitment to a specific,
pragmatic goal, and out of their conviction that the time is right-
now - for its achievement. This goal is to take the esential step,
between now and June of 1984, which will allow the abolishing of war
between nations to be realized in our lifetime - perhaps in this
decade. The initial ideas for a plan emerged between March and May,
and since June, Tom and Terry have been working full-time on this
project. Significant progress has been made to date. What follows
are brief highlights of their careers prior to this time. Detailed
resumes are available on reguest.

B. TOM GREEN

Since graduating from Stanford in 1966 with a B.S. in Civil
Engineering and a Masters in Business Administration, Tom has held
positions of increasing management responsibility with organizations
such as General Mills and Transamerica, as well as five years as a
partner in a privately held corporation. Specifically, he has
held positions in the finance and marketing areas, and has been
General Manager of divisions for both General Mills and Transamerica.
In May of 1982 he left the corporate environment and initiated,
with G.G. Jampolsky, M. D., a series of projects with the theme
Children As Teachers of Peace. These projects were based on the idea
that the shared experience of childhood can be a powerful bridge to
peace, and included connections with world citizens such as Mrs.
Anwar Sadat, Mother Teresa, and the Dalai Lama. A book, a television
special, and several other on-going international activities resulted
over a period of several months. Tom is known for getting results
by focusing on the few factors essential to that end, and for enabling
people to tap into their own strength and to act on it.
$SH 555-44-29/5 2349 SPAMSH  TRAIL, TIBURON €R G4920 4/5-475-7433

TERRY PEARCE

Terry earned a B.S. degree from Linfield College, Oregon in
1965. He completed 16 years of experience with IBM in November of
1982, having acted on Divisional staff and in middle and senior
line management. Through his work in a rapidly changing market
of computer and office supplies, he has developed strengths in
recognizing the need for adaptability to produce results. Accordingly,
he is skilled in organizational dynamics, channels of delivering
products to markets, and in the developemt and productivity of
people through recognizing individual differences. His final
position with IBM was Northwest District Manager, Systems Supplies
Division, and carried responsibility for $40 million in sales,
$8 million in expense and 100 people in 10 states. From January
to March of 1983, Terry acted as a consultant to assemble management
for a start-up medical operation, and then jointly developed the
‘focus and plan for the initial phase of this project.

SSH §Y3-Y2-547] Yoy 6AN RAFREL AV, FELLGOGRE, <A 9YF20 /547570310




0897
MEMORANDUM Rdd=on
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
~CONEIDENT-EAEr— February 3, 1984
ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C. MCFARLANE
s i

FROM: JACK MATLOC

SUBJECT: Green-Pearce Initiative

Attached at TAB I is a Memorandum to the President explaining the
problems with giving support to the Green-Pearce suggestion, and

at TAB A a letter from the President to them.

RECOMMENDATION:

~
v

That you sign the Mgpofandum to the President at TAB I.

Approve \ Disapprove
Attachments:
Tab I Memorandum to the President
Tab A Letter to Messrs. Green and Pearce
Tab B Proposal by Tom Green and Terry Pearce
DECLASSIFIED

—CONPEDENTIAT— NS LZsme2y2¢
Declassify on: OADR ay & : NARA. DATE ‘«/7/??




7 February 1984

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD

SUBJECT: System Actions from Poindexter
897 - Green-Pearce Initiative --- Florence said the President has
approved subject item to be signed as "Ronald Reagan" - and to

send this through Darman.

Phyllis

~
-
-

cc: Brian '~
Bill Martin



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

“SONEIDENTIAL~ February 2, 1984

MEMORANDUM FOR JACK MATLOCK
FROM: ROBERT C. McFARLANE

SUBJECT: Green-Pearce Initiative

Jack, I agree entirely with your analysis. Please prepare

a memo for the President explaining this "innocent, well-
meaning but misguided" effort and the counterproductive effect
it would undoubtedly have on what are currently tentative but
promising opportunities for progress. Please enclose a letter
for him to send to them. It should be very warm in commending
their motives, their sacrifice and their faith in the universality
of basic human goodness. The letter should go on, however, to
point out that we must consider carefully the real effect such
a proposal would have. In this context, noting recent Soviet
charges that the President's overtures represent political
grandstanding, point out that the Soviets would surely see an
American-sponsored initiative as inspired by the President and
exemplary of the kind of propaganda they charge us with. The
letter should close by expressing the hope that the day will
come when such well-meaning-efforts can be accepted in the

true spirit with which they are offered. We should seek to have
this signed no later than next Monday (February 6).

Many thanks.

DECLASSIFIED
~CONFERENTPEFATr~— NLS M
Declassify on: OADR -
BY @Al NARA, DATE —Ufiz/fr7

i e nat s
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MEMORANDUM
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
~CONEIDENTIAL - January 31, 1984
ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C.

FROM: JACK MA'

SUBJECT: "Peace Initiative" Idea by Tam Green and Terry Pearce

With all due respect to the sincerity and energy of Messrs. Green and Pearce,
this is a fatuous idea, and one with considerable downside potential if we
give it any semblance of Administration support.

If sameone of Verrity's stature delivers the message to the Soviets and claims
the President's support, it would at best muddy the waters in our attempt to
get the dialogue onto practical, do-able measures. If the Soviets thought we
were really interested in a step of this type, they would either interpret it
as pure election-year grandstanding, to get the President off the hook of
negotiating real issues, or else as an opportunity to push some of their
favorite themes (non-use of force, no first use, nuclear freezes and nuclear
free zones)--all of which would be totally consistent with-the style of
declaratory diplamacy that the proposal embodies.

Gaston Sigur is in the best position to estimate the Chinese reaction, but I
doubt very much that they would be attracted to it--and for many of the same
reasons that should make us dubious.

I realize that the proposal is unlikely to go away. But I believe that we
should make sure that it does not have Administration blessing. If you don't
have time, I would be glad to explain the pitfalls to Messrs. Green and
Pearce. They are unlikely to stop with me, however, and it may be necessary
for you to talk to them eventually.

RECOMMENDATION:

That you authorize me to call Green or Pearce and explain why we have serious
reservations with their idea.

Approve Disapprove
Or, alternatively:

That you call them yourself.

Approve Disapprove
Attachments: DECLASSIFIEL
y — #*
Tab I Proposal and previous notes NLS "'EZ‘L*‘QZ L & ~47

BY i/ NARR, DATE _L1/17/77



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 30, 1984

TO: JACK MATLOCK
Jack:

Could you please look through these

papers, particularly those clipped together
at back. The two gentlemen involved

have significant sponsorship with the
President. Do you think that their

going through with it would have any
serious downside consequences? Please
advise. I am afraid it is not going

to go away.

Many thanks.

arlane

Attachment

e THOVLI (4
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Tom Green and Terry Pearce called -- /“’ // >

Progress continues. They want to bring you up-to-date and
make two requests.

Where the plan is now is that the documesnt has been delivered
to Deng Xiaoping. Our emissary has requested a tentative
response by February 10.

We have identified the appropriate emissary to take the

document to the Soviets: Bill Verity. They believe that

you are familiar with him in that he has carried a few

documents for President Carter and one as well for

President Reagan. He is with USA-USSR Trade Council and

is the former Chairman of ARMCO. Their first request: they

want to arrange an appointment for Mr. Verity to meet with

you either Wednesday afterncon or Thursday of this week.

He is coming to Washington and will be meeting with Amb. Dobrynin.

They have talked to George Kennan and a number of people

who felt his counsel and his possible participation going

with Mr. Verity might be useful. He is two weeks short of
being 80 years old and feels very strongly about not doing
many activities that require a lot of energy but is very .,
intrigued by the plan. He wants confirmation that it truly
supported by the government before taking the next step; wants
to be sure that this isn't just some private effort without

the blessing of the government. Could you or someone from your
office call George Kennan and indicate knowledge and support of
the plan and request that he look at it seriously with regard
to giving his counsel and participation.

How do you wish to handle?

1) Appt with Bill Verity: Squeeze him in

|~ Unable to do this week;
willing to do later

. / Other:
A ;

v
2) Call to Ge rge‘Kennan- Yes

k /// _ -0

d quouf 1sh to brief an NSC staff person and turn this project
r to!them for handling? y /
> v p///;ES' [ J ,%f?;,t,,

~ No, I will handle




January 27, 1984

RCM:

Terry Pearce called --

He wanted to report to you that progress continues. He and
Tom Green are currently focussing on quickly finalizing

the American emissary. They will keep you informed as things
move along.

Wilma

[You met with them on January 12 after referral from Cathy
Osborne for the President.]



January 6, 1984

RCM:
Cathy Osborne called --

Albert Schwabacher, a very, old, old, old friend of the President's

who is from the San Francisco Bay area -- corresponds regularly
with the President and they talk on the telephone regularly called

on December 26.

For background, Cathy offered that Mr. Schwabacher is with

Dean Witter Reynolds; very wealthy; very smart. He and a couple
of friends are very concerned and very involved about a "peace
plan." Cathy doesn't know whether they are putting a report
together or what, but they called the President and asked him

who they should talk with in Washington. The President told them
to come in and talk with "Bud."

Cathy advises that Mr. Schwabacher will call on Monday afternoon
to try to arrange an appointment to get together with you for
himself along with two reputable friends:

Tom Green 415/435-9663
Pracin

Terry Pieree—{sp? 415/435-0510

They have talked with Vance, Carter and have Nixon's new
book (private printing) "The Real Peace".

Cathy just wanted to alert you that they would be calling and
allow you to decide whether you would meet with them personally
or ask someone else to do.

Given fact that Mr. Schwabacher is a very, very good friend of
President's, do you want me to schedule when he calls?

4 Yes

Refer to JMP

Other:
'/7 e W, ol AFS~ E835 X J0i7
Wilma s ¢ N
P :}c"t‘ ) ;;"':_._,
AT Sl

Cathy Osborne
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TAKING THE ESSENTIAL STEP NOW

TO END WAR BETWEEN NATIONS IN OUR LIFETIME

Note: This fictional dramatization is only an example, and the President of the
United States might say something like this. He would say only what is true for
him, and we are not writing his speech. This draft is only a form of support for
him to express whatever is truly his vision of peace between nations.

The President of the United States of America's Speech, Early 1984

As announced earlier, our regularly scheduled program has been rescheduled
to permit a special address by the President, the topic of which has not been
announced. No one here knows what the President will be speaking about, or why
he has chosen 10:00 in the morning to do so. We have just learned that with
him in the Oval Office are his wife Nancy, their children and closest friends,
Vice President Bush, former Presidents Carter, Ford, and Nixon, all of the
Democratic Presidential candidates, House Speaker O'Neill, and Senator- Baker -
obviously a remarkable and historic gathering. The President is about to
speak.

)

Ladies and gentlemen, from the Oval Office in the White House, The
President of the United States...

(over, please...)

draft 12/83



Page 2

TAKING THE ESSENTIAL STEP NOW

TO END WAR BETWEEN NATIONS WITHIN TEN YEARS

A Dramatization

"My fellow Americans, today it is my privilege to report to you on the most
significant turning point in human history: the time when the world has chosen to
move to end war between nations...to move beyond the use or threat of mass des-
truction as an acceptable means of resolving our conflicts as nations. I am
speaking to you at this time of day and with these other representatives of our
nation because right now, simultaneously, President Andropov and representatives
of the Soviet government are addressing the people of the Soviet Union, and Vice
Chairman Deng Xiaoping and representatives of the government of the People's
Republic of China are addressing their people.

Our three nations, and in fact all nations, have vast differences. We do not
embrace their forms of government; they do not embrace ours. Without being blind to
the real differences between people, we know the people of all nations have common
human interests. We all inhabit the planet, breathe the same air and cherish our
children's future.

This growing interdependence, combined with the real and increasing threat of
mutual extinction, and the contributions by millions today and throughout history
toward this goal of peace, create the conditions in which the time is right, NOW, to
bring forth peace between all nations. No nation, no leader alone, can produce
world peace. Many have tried and it has not been achieved. For the first time in
human history it is now time for the world to focus on and commit to ending war be- .
tween nations. .

Accordingly, in concert with President Andropov for the Soviet Union, and Vice
Chairman Deng Xiaoping for the People's Republic of China, and using the power here-
tofore used by our Presidents to declare war, I hereby declare and commit the United
States of America to ach1ev1ng the end of war between nations w1th1n ten years,
and we invite everyone in the world to join in this commitment. )

Fellow Americans, peace between nations is possible now. There will be risks.
We will maintain our freedom and security. It will not be easy, and with your suppo:
and that of the world's people, in the next 10 years we will develop an effective,
non-violent means of resolving our conflicts as nations. We will realize conditions
where war and the threat of war are obsolete as instruments of national policy.

In a few moments, President Andropov and Vice Chairman Deng Xiaoping will be
directly addressing you stating their countries' commitment to us and to the world,
and I will be directly addressing their nations on your behalf. Then this evening I
will be speaking to you and a joint session of Congress about specific actions alreas
underway and being taken today to produce peace between nations within ten years,
about the role each of us can play in this shared journey.

As I said .last: Thanksgiving, "Let us work for peace, and as we do, let us r
ber the lines of the famous hymn, 'Oh God of love, Oh King of Peace, make wars thro
out the world to cease.' Thank you, good day, and God bless you."

12/83
BTG, NTP:pm



21 Mar

Mr. Matlock:

— This is in response to the recent ltr dtd 7 Feb
from the Presi;ient. This'is a cy, both
the original to the Pres & to McFarlane were nét
rec'd ii: t}_le. Secretariat for staffing. The WH
correspondence Section & the NSC/S al;e }
still searching for the originals. I will send
them to you upon receipt.
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N. Terry Pearce ' B. Tom Green
400 San Rafael "~ 2349 Spanish Trail
Belvedere, California 94820 ~ Tiburon, California 94920
Hn o
4 m
_ ' " February 29, 1984

President Ronald Reagan
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue
Washington, D.C. 20006

President Reagan:

Thank you for your thoughts regarding the initiative, "Taking
the Essential Step to End War Between Nations in Our Lifetime".
There are few places in the world where such an idea could germ-
inated and where private citizens could be privileged to play a
part. We deeply appreciate your role in maintaining our freedom
to quietly bring this proposal forward for Americans and for the
world. . . ‘

We greatly respect your conservatism in not endorsing the idea
prior to its delivery to Deng and Secretary Chernenko. It is
very much in keeping with your concern, which we share, about a
potential negative characterization of the plan by one of the
other two. We sense that to have the idea presented as any
country's official proposal would raise the same suspicions.
ARccordingly, the idea is being presented to you, Deng and
Chernenko for exactly what it is, a peoples' initiative by pri-
vate American citizens, not as a proposal of the United States
Government. '

As we have not yet received a response from the other two leaders,
(ve believe delivery was completed this week) we have not shared
your response with them. We interpret your letter to indicate
your interest in pursuing the idea, as a private initiative,
another step if the others are, given all of the procedures are
followed. ' ;



We met with Ambassador Matlock on 2-21 regarding this initiative's
potential impact on other agendas and have corresponded with Bud
McFarlane on that same subject. AS you pointed out, problem-solv-
ing dialogue is what is needed, and this first dramatic and safe
step of declaring our joint commitment will enhance the probability
of such dialogue heing effective in producing the result we all -
want.

If our interpretation of your response is in any way in error,’
please let us know. Otherwise, we will inform you promptly
through Bud, of the other responses when they are received.

> =
Fe -

~

God bless you for your contribution to a safer world for all.

Most respectfully,

N. Terry Pearce ‘ : B. Tom Green

cc: Robert McFarlane



2653
MEMORANDUM
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
~CONFIDENT IAL~ April 2, 1984
ACTION
MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C. MCFARLANE
FROM: JACK MATLOCKNV'
SUBJECT: Meeting of President with Russian Emigre Writers

Mike Deaver has requested your opinion regarding the possibility
of the President meeting with three Russian emigre writers living
in the United States, Vasili Aksyonov, Sergei Dovlatov and Yuz
Aleshkovsky.

I believe that the President would find it very interesting to
hear the views of these writers on some of the questions he has
been discussing with other recent visitors, particularly those
relating to Russian and Soviet psychology and the role of
Communist ideology in regime thinking.

If he has a meeting with emigre writers, however, I believe it
should include some from genres other than the novel (Josef
Brodsky, for example, is one of the finest Russian poets writing
today). We should also give some thought to the orientation of
members of the group as regards other Russian emigres. It would
be unfortunate to be seen favoring one faction over another. Of
the three writers mentioned in the Times article, I know only
Aksyonov personally. He is a brilliant writer who is an
excellent conversationalist.

In sum, if you think the President would be interested, I would
recommend that we draw up a list of not more than five Russian

emigre writers and invite them to a meeting or a private lunch.
Some of them do not speak English well, so an interpreter will
probably be necessary.

Recommendation:

That I discreetly consult some persons knowledgeable about the
Russian emigre cultural scene (including Suzanne Massie), and
develop a list of about five emigre writers to be invited to a
meeting or lunch with the President.

Approve Disapprove
Attachment:
Tab I - Memo from Deaver's office and New York Times article

e S — DECLASSIFIED
Declassify on: OADR NLS L 9s~p72Y # 70
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Bob Kimmitt

TO:

FROM: BILL SITTMANN )
Special Assistant to the President
and Special Assistant to the
Deputy Chief of Staff

: Subject: Attached

Mike Deaver would likg your
thoughts about a possible
meeti[ﬁg Ig}(ﬁ_l}na%r})%se people and R
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