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MEMORANDUM TO 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506 

December 24, 1985 

S::::I:L:~~ T~ ?;}A~ 
Letter to A~ Shanker re Case of Balys 
Gajauskas 

1 ~ -r,LO 

We have reviewed and concur in the proposed draft letter as 
amended (Tab A) prepared by the Department of State t9 Mr. Albert 
Shanker, President, American Federation of Teachers, Washington, 
p.c., concerning the case of Balys Gajauskas. 

Attachments: 

Tab A 
Tab B 

Proposed Draft Letter to Mr. Shanker 
Incoming Correspondence 

,rv 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
(CLASSIFICATION) 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
EXECUTIVE SECRETARIAT 

TRANSMITTAL FORM 

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

REFERENCE: 

S/S I 8535436 

DATE December 13, 1985 

TO: President Reagan FROM: Mr. Albert Shanker 

DATE: November 14, 1985 

Meeting: Human Rights 

SUBJECT: Reagan-Gorbachev 

WHITE HOUSE REFERRAL DATED: Dec. 2, 1985 NSC I 352411 

THE ATTACHED ITEM WAS SENT DIRECTLY 
TO THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

ACTION TAKEN: 

X A draft reply is attached 

---
---

REMARKS: 

A draft reply will be forwarded 

A translation is attached 

An information copy of a direct reply is attached 

We believe no response is necessary for the reason 
cited below 

Other 

kl~~ 
Executive Secretary 

UNCLASSIFIED 
---,,..1' l'~~Tll'Tr,.ll.'1•Tf\1ifl --



Dear Mr. Shanker: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
SUGGESTED REPLY 

I am replying to your November 14 letter to President 

Reagan requesting that he raise the case of Balys Gajauskas 

during his discussions with Soviet General Secretary 

Gorbachev. The President appreciates your kind words of 

support. 

Mr. Gajauskas, a Lithuanian Catholic and Helsinki Monitor, -

was first arrested in 1948 for anti-Soviet partisan activity. 

He was sentenced to 25 years in prison and has spent most of 

the intervening years in prison or labor camps for his nation­

alist and human rights activities. On April 14, 1978, he was 

sentenced to ten years hard labor and five years internal exile 

for collecting and preserving historical documents considered 

by Soviet authorities to be anti-Soviet in nature. 

The U.S. Government takes every opportunity to call for an 

end to Soviet persecution of religious believers and to bring 

these human rights abuses to international attention. Unfortu­

nately, the Soviet Government has been unresponsive to our 

Mr. Albert Shanker, 
President, 

American·Federation of Teachers, 
555 New Jersey Avenue, N.W., 

Washington, D.C. 
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efforts and to those of concerned Western governments and inde­

pendent human rights organizations. The Soviets maintain the 

incarceration of "criminals" on essentially religious grounds 

is an internal policy matter. Although we condemn such arbi­

trary and inhumane behavior, we lack the ability to alleviate 

the prisoners' circumstances or secure their release. 

We will continue to exercise what influence we have. In 

raising the subject of human rights at the Geneva meeting, 

President Reagan stressed to Soviet General Secretary Gorbachev 

that respect for the individual and the rule of law is as fun­

damental to peace as arms control. In this regard, the Presi­

dent pressed for greater Soviet adherence to international 

agreements such as the Helsinki Accord. The Soviets agreed in 

the Joint Statement to the importance of resolving humanitarian 

cases in a cooperative spirit. 

Sincerely, 
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T H E W H I T E H O U S E 

REFERRAL 
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8535436 

DECEMBER 2, 1985 

TO: DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

ACTION REQUESTED: 
DRAFT REPLY FOR SIGNATURE OF: 

WHITE HOUSE STAFF MEMBER 

DESCRIPTION OF INCOMING: 

ID: 352411 

MEDIA: 

TO: 

FROM: 

LETTER, DATED NOVEMBER 14, 1985 

PRESIDENT REAGAN 

MR. ALBERT SHANKER 
PRESIDENT 
AMERICAN FEDERATION OF TEACHERS 
AFL CIO 
555 NEW JERSEY AVENUE, NW 
WASHINGTON DC 20001 

SUBJECT: URGES THE PRESIDENT TO RAISE THE CASE OF 
MR. BALYS GAJAUSKAS DURING THE SUMMIT MEETING 
WITH MR. GORBACHEV 

PROMPT ACTION IS ESSENTIAL -- IF REQUIRED ACTION HAS NOT BEEN 
TAKEN WITHIN 9 WORKING DAYS OF RECEIPT, PLEASE TELEPHONE THE 
UNDERSIGNED AT 456-7486. 

RETURN CORRESPONDENCE, WORKSHEET AND COPY OF RESPONSE 
(OR DRAFT) TO: 

AGENCY LIAISON, ROOM 91, THE WHITE HOUSE 

SALLY KELLEY 
DIRECTOR OF AGENCY LIAISON 
PRESIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE 



ID# 352411 
TEE WHITE HOUSE 

C0PFESPONDENCE TRACKING WORKSHEET 
INCO~ING 

853543G 

DATE RECEIVED: NOVEMBEP 18, 1985 

NAME OF CORFESPONDENT: MR. ALBERT SHANKER 

SUBJECT: URGES TIIE PPF~ft,FNT TO RAISE THE CASE OF 
MP. P./I_LYS GAJAUSKAS DURING THE SUM~IT MEETING 
WITF MR. GORBACHEV 

ACTION DISPOSITION 

ROUTE TO: ACT DATE TYPE C COMPLETED 
OFF!CF/.Fl~FNCY (STAFF NAME) CODE YY/~iM/DD RESP D YY/MM/DD 

CHAVEZ ORG 85/11/18 __ ~~!}__!/:f 
REFERRAL NOTE: 

I 5 /(v;fEL-1,S>EfR O pk 
REF..., RAL NOTE: 
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"$ :00.S REFERRAL NOTE: CJ .J2 '85l~IIJ!& - _J_J_ 

----------REFERRAL NOTE: 

- - - --- - - - -REFERRAL NOTE: 

COMMENTS: 

ADDITIONAL CORRESPONDENTS: MED:::l\ ~ T, n~r.JVJDUAL CODES:. 

PL M,FI_IL USER CODES: (A) ----- (B) ----- (C) ____ _ 

********************************+************************************** 
*ACTJ0?-1 CODES: 

* 
"' DISPOSITION 
* 

*A-APPROPRI.FITF. Jl.C~rON +A-ANSWERED 
*C-COPiMENT/RECOM *B-NON-SPEC-REFERRAL 
*D-DRAFT RESPONSE *C-COMPLETED 
*F-FURNIS:ti FACT SI-:IEE':' *S-f:Pf:PF:l\1 J:'F.D 
*I-INFO COPY/NO ACT NEC* 
*P.-nIRECT REPLY W/COPY * 
*S-FOR-SIGNATURE * 
*X-INTERIM REPLY * 

*OUTGOING * 
*CORRESPONDENCE: * 
*TYPE RESP=INITIAI,S * 
* OF S!G:FFP * 

* CODF = ]l. * 
*COMPLETED = DATE OF * 
* OUTGOING * 
* * 
* * 
* * 

**************-+~****************************************************** 

REFER QUESTJOl\~S AND ROUTING UPDATES TO CENTRAL REFERENCF 
(ROOM 75,0EOB) EXT-25~0 
KEEP THIS WORKSHEET ATTACHED TO THE ORIGINAT, H:'C"0~ING 
LETTER AT ALL TIMES AND SEND COMPLETED RECORD TO RECORDS 
MANAGE1'1Bf-1T • 
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) · }l ~ FEDEIWION OF 

ALBERT SHANKER 
President 
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555 NEW JERSEY AVENUE, NW 
WASH INGTON, DC 20001 
202/879-4400 

The President 
Mr. Ibnald P.eagan 
White Hoose 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

November 14, 1985 

I would like to take this opportunity to offer my support and best 
wishes for your upcaning sunmi t in Geneva with Soviet Premier Gorbachev. By 
maintaining a clear understanding of the past failures and successes of 
U.S. - Soviet surrmits, I hope that your administration will succeed in 
achieving a real, and lasting disannarrent. 

I ~uld also like to express my support of your pronouncercent on 
the occasion of the United .Nations 40th Anniversary. I, too, agree that the 
opportunity to meet with the Soviet Union's leader should be used to go 
beyond ar.ns oontrol. In c1.ddition to the Soviet instigated regional conflicts 
ci tec1 in your address at the u. N. , I am ooncerned al:out the hundreds of 
prisoners persecuted in the Soviet Union because of their IX)litical and 
religous beliefs, or ethnic origins. I believe that every opportunity that 
the free ~rlds' leaders have to press for the release of these victims nust 
be exercised. 

I write you today at the request of th: Christian !Escue Effort 
for th: Emancipation of Dissidents (CREED) to draw your attention to one 
such victim. I ~ld like to suggest that in your discussion with 
Mr. Gorbachev you bring up tre case of Mr. Balys Gajauskas as one exanple 
of th: hurrlreds of prisoners of oonscience perseo.1ted by .the Soviet regime. 
Mr. Gajauskas is a Litlruanian woo has spent the last 33 years in a Soviet 
ooncentration canp because of his unrelenting camri.t:nent to dercocracy, his 
faith in God, and his support for human rights. His health is reportedly 
deteriorating and he is unljkely to survive the renaining-eight years of his 
sentence. I 1.L.-rge you to petition th: Soviet leader for Gajauskas' uncondi­
tional release. I believe this would be a strong derronstration to the 

• I .• 
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Soviet regime of yarr administration's concern for all the prisoners of 
oonscience struggling in the Soviet Union. 

Once again, -I wish you success in your efforts with Mr. Gorbachev. 
I also thank you in advance for considering Mr. Gajauskas continued persecution. 

DND/rrck 
opeiu2 
aflcio 

Sincerely, 

~ 
President 

\°' 
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ACTION 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506 

December 19, 1985 

MEMORANDUM FOR WI LLIAM 
SIGNED 

FROM: JACK F. 

10021 

SUBJECT: Letter to lbert Shanker re Case of Balys Gajauskas 

I have reviewed and concur in the proposed draft response as 
amended (Tab A) prepared by the Department of State to Mr. Albert 
Shanker, President, American Federation of Teachers, Washington, 
D.C., concerning the case of Balys Gajauskas. Attached at Tab I 
is a memorandum to Sally ~el~ for signature. 

Sest~vich, ~el and ~ond concur. 

RECOMMENDATIOJ 

That you sign the Memorandum to Sally Kelley . 

Approve Disapprove 

Attachments: 

Tab I Memorandum to Sally Kelley 
Tab A Draft Response to Mr. Shanker 
Tab B Incoming Correspondence 
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S§_CBET,I SE~S ITJ\TE December 24, 1985 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR JOHN M. POINDEXTER 

FROM: JACK MATLOCK 

SUBJECT: Records of Geneva Summit Meetings 

The edited records of the meetings in Geneva between the 
President and Gorbachev and between the First Lady and Mrs. 
Gorbacheva are at Tabs A through K. 

I have supplied a Memorandum to the President (Tab I), in case 
you wish to forward these memoranda for his review, with a 
courtesy copy for the Vice President (Tab II). There are also 
memoranda to Don Regan and George Shultz at Tabs III and IV. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That you sign the Memoranda at Tabs I, II and III. 

Approve Disapprove _ _ 

Attachments: 

Tab I Memo to the President 
Tab A Memcon - First Private Mtg, Nov 19 
Tab B Memcon - First Plenary Mtg, Nov 19 
Tab C Memcon - Second Plenary Mtg, Nov 19 
Tab D Memcon - Second Private Mtg, Nov 19 
Tab E Memcon - Mrs. Reagan's Tea w/Mrs. Gorbachev 
Tab F Memcon - Dinner by the Gorbachev's, Nov 19 
Tab G Memcon - Third Private Mtg, Nov 20 
Tab H Memcon - Third Plenary Mtg, Nov 20 
Tab I Memcon - Fourth Plenary Mtg, Nov 20 
Tab J Memcon - ·Mrs. Gorbachev's Tea w/Mrs. Reagan 
Tab K Memcon - Dinner hosted by Reagans, Nov 20 

Tab II Memo to Vice President 
Tabs A - K Same as above 

Tab III Memo to Mr. Regan 
Tabs A - K Same as above 

Tab IV Memo to Secretary Shultz 
Tabs A - K Sarne as above 

wbEC:R:E"f/OEH'5 I'l'..I,VE 
Declassify: OADR 

I 
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§ECPEW/~ENSITIVE 

INFORMATION 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: JOHN M. POINDEXTER 

SUBJECT: Geneva Summit Records 

You may wish to review the records of your meetings with General 
Secretary Gorbachev in Geneva . They are attached in 
chronological order . I have also included the summary records of 
the First Lady ' s teas with Mrs . Gorbachev (Tabs E and K) . 

Attachment s: 

Tab A 1':emcon 
Tab B Memcon 
Tab C Memcon 
Tab D Memcon 
Tab E Memcon 
Tab F Memcon 
Tab G Memcon 
Tab H Memcon 
Tab I Memcon 
Tab J Memcon 
Tab K Memcon 

SBCRET/SEN SliIVE 
Declassify on: OADR 

- First Private Mtg, Nov 19 
- First Plenary Mtg, Nov 19 
- Second Plenary Mtg, Nov 19 
- Second Private Mtg, Nov 19 
- Mrs . Reagan's Tea w/Mrs. Gorbachev 
- Dinner by the Gorbachev's, Nov 19 
- Third Private Mtg, Nov 20 
- Third Plenary Mtg, Nov 20 
- Fourth Plenary Mtg, Nov 20 
- Mrs. Gorbachev's Tea w/Mrs. Reagan 
- Dinner by Reagan's, Nov 20 

Prepared by : 
Jack Matlock 

cc: Vice President 

L,r..~ ~ !.s·;1,·1~D 

•J:;s C:..11.l :,m)::, August 
- """3-::_._NAA,\,Da.le 

• 4 J 
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WASrllNGTO>,; DC 2050[ 

~RET7'S~N~I'l!VC 

MEMORANDUM FOR DONALD T. REGAN 

FROM: JOHN POINDEXTER 

SUBJECT: Geneva Summit Records 

1 014 1 

You may wish to review the records of the President's meetings 
with General Secretary Gorbachev in Geneva . They are attached in 
chronological order . I have also included the summary records of 
the First Lady ' s teas with Mrs . Gorbachev (Tabs E and K). 

Attachments : 

Tab A Memcon 
Tab B Memcon 
Tab C Merncon 
Tab D Memcon 
Tab E Memcon 
Tab F Memcon 
Tab G Memcon 
Tab H Merncon 
Tab I Memcon 
Tab J Memcon 
Tab K Memcon 

S,ECHB~/SEW~lTIVE 
DECLASSIFY on : OADR 

- First Private Mtg, Nov 19 
- First Plenary Mtg, Nov 19 
- Second Plenary Mtg, Nov 19 
- Second Private Mtg, Nov 19 
- Mrs. Reagan's Tea w/Mrs. Gorbachev 
- Dinner by the Gorbachev's, Nov 19 
- Third Private Mtg, Nov 20 
- Third Plenary Mtg, Nov 20 
- Fourth Plenary Mtg, Nov 20 
- Mrs. Gorbachev's Tea w/Mrs. Reagan 
- Dinner by Reagan's, Nov 20 

Prepared by: 
Jack Matlock 

DE.O.n:iSlflED 
~ (;,'u1-l>:;r;c:,, Augu."' 

Br--t""!~ - - w..RA, Date --4'-I-~ --- ~ 
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TH~ \\'Hl"i~ H OU:'.[ 

V\ ,t.. s ~· I )"' GT C: , 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
The Secretary of State 

SUBJECT: Geneva Summit Records 

You may wish to review the records of the President ' s meetings 
with General Secretary Gorbachev in Geneva . They are attached in 
chronological order . I have al so included the summary records of 
the First Lady's teas with Mrs . Gorbachev (Tabs E and K). 

FOR THE PRESIDENT: 

Attachments: 

Tab A 
Tab B 
Ta b C 
Tab D 
Tab E 
Tab F 
Tab G 
Tab H 
Tab I 
Tab J 
Tab K 

Memcon - First Private Mtg, Nov 19 
Merncon - First Plenary Mtg, Nov 19 
Memcon - Second Plenary Mtg, Nov 19 
Memcon - Second Private Mtg, Nov 19 
Memcon - Mrs. Reagan's Tea w/Mrs. Gorbachev 
Memcon - Dinner by the Gorbachev's, Nov 19 
Memcon - Third Private Mtq, Nov 20 
Memcon - Third Plenary Mtg, Nov 20 
Memcon - Fourth Plenary Mtg, Nov 20 
Memcon - Mrs. Gorbachev's Tea w/Mrs. Reagan 
Memcon - Dinner by Reagan ' s, Nov 20 

Prepc:1.red by: 
Jack Matlock 

"---& Eertt·l'l SENsrT!'vE 
DECLASSIFY on: OADR 

'C/45__ 



y . 

DATE: 

'r IME: 

PLACE: 

PARTICIPANTS: 

T HE WHITE HOUSE 

Wt-Sl-i l t\JGT01' 

MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION 

REAGAN-GORBACHEV MEETINGS IN GENEVA 
November, 1985 

First Priv ate Meeting 

November 19, 1985 

10:20 - 11:20 A.M. 

Maison Fleur d'Eau, 
Geneva, Switzerland 

United States 

Pr e sident Ronal d Reagan 
Dimitr i Za r echnak, I nterpre t er 

Union of Soviet So c i alist Republics 

Mikhai l Gorbachev, Genera l Se c r etary , Central Committee, 
Communi st Party of the Sovi e t Union 

Yur i D. Uspensky , Interpreter 

* * * * * * * 

After the o ff icial photographers and the rest of the staff 
left the room, President Re a g an began the conversation by 
telling the Gene r a l Secretary that the two of them c o uld really 
talk now. The President indica ted that he approached this 
meeting with a very deep feeling and hoped that both of them 
could real i ze its importance and the unique situation that they 
were in. 

The Pre s ident indicated that both he and the Genera l 
Secretary h a d come from simi lar beginnings which were quite 
differen t f r om their current p o sitions. He, Reagan, was born 
and began his life in a small farming community, and now the two 
of them were here with the fate of the world in their hands, so 
to speak. The U.S. and the Soviet Union were the two greatest 

.SECBET(SEN£I~I~ 
Declassify: OADR 
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c ountries on Earth, the su pe rpowers. The y were the only ones 
who could start World ~ar III, bu t also the only two countries 
that could bring peace to the world. 

The President said that the two of them would talk about 
many things, including arms, in the main meeting, but he 
wondered if the primary aim between them should not be to 
eliminate the suspicions which each side had of the other. The 
resolution of other questions would follow naturally after this. 
To talk about arms while such suspicions exist is an empty 
exercise as both sides are defensive at the various negotiations 
because of these suspicions . Countries do not mistrust each 
other because of arms, but rather countries build up their arms 
because of the mistrust between them . 

The President expressed the hope that in their meetings they 
could get at the sources of the suspicions which exist . The 
Soviet Union did not approve of the U. S . system of government , 
and the U.S. did not approve of the Soviet system , and each 
could follow its own way, but with peaceful competition . 

General Secretary Gorbachev said that he would like to 
return to the beginning, and thank the President for receiving 
him. He agreed with the President that this meeting was im­
portant in itself and he was glad that it was taking place. 
There had been no meetings between the U. S . President and the 
General Secretary of the USSR for six years, and many problems 
had developed in U. S.-Soviet relations and in the world in that 
period. He would also speak of these issues at the larger 
meeting, but would now like to avail himself o~ the opportunity 
wh ich such a private meeting affords. He had met with members 
o f the U.S. Congress and representatives of the U. S . Administra­
tion, but the Soviet side recognized the importance of a meeting 
with the President, and he, Gorbachev, would like to talk 
quietly, with respect for the United StatPs and for the Presi­
dent, about many issues. 

Gorbachev indicated that the Soviet side had prepared many 
months for this meeting, and he had tried to get a better 
understanding of the U.S . from Soviet and American sources . He 
had familiarized himself with all of the President ' s statements, 
and had paid special attention to the most recent ones . The 
main conclusion he had come to was that he was convinced that he 
and the President could not ignore each other. Nothing good 
would happen if the two sides took a different approach. But he 
was convinced that he could begin to change our relations for 
the better This was his main theme, and the starting point for 
the meeting . After he had come to this conclusion , he had 
reviewed it a thousand times: perhaps it was too simplistic , 
bearing in mind the tremendous differences between the two 

SENSITIVE 
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c oun t r ie s ? ThiE wa s, of c ourse , s o , but on the other hand th e 
two c oun tries we r e s o interrela t ed . 

Gorbachev continued that i n the Soviet Union it was con ­
sidered that serious me asures ought t o be undertaken to improve 
U.S.-Soviet re l ations . Th is would deman d political will at the 
highest levels . A veritab le aval a nche of information was 
descending upon Gorbachev and the President, both internally and 
from all around the world. Gorbachev was convinced that there 
was not only the fear of mutual destruction, although this did 
exist, but a realistic evaluation showed that the U.S. and the 
Soviet Union could cooperate, and they had done so in the past, 
without changing their political systems, culture or ideologies. 
They had cooperated in the area of economics, trade and culture 
while respecting the choices made by the U.S. people, and, 
obviously, the Soviet people as well. 

Gorbachev said that there had sometimes been squalls in the 
bilateral relationship which had been severe, perhaps extremely 
so, but he could definitely state that in the USSR there was no 
enmity toward the United States or its people . The Soviet Union 
respected the U.S. and its peopJe . The Soviet people and the 
leadership of the Soviet Union recognized the role of the U.S. 
in the world, and wished it no ha rm. They realized that inter­
nati onal relation s could not be built o n a desire to ha rm 
America n interests. 

At this point Gorbachev indicated that he would like to 
pause to permit the President to speak, and then he would like 
to sa y a few things about the Soviet side's understanding of the 
present international situa tion and wh a t he thought should be 
changed in our policies in order to have a mo re constructive 
relationship based on gre ater realism. 

The President replied that there was no queston but that the 
Soviet and AmPrican peoples, if they learned more about each 
other, would find that they had ma ny things in common, and that 
friendship between them would grow . Unfortunately, it was not 
people but governments that created arms . 

The President continued that prior to this meeting there had 
been a wave of good wishes from the people of the United States, 
primarily expressing the desire to have peace. He knew some­
thing about the Soviet Union and its concern about war because 
of the suffering which the country had undergone in the Second 
World War -- the courage, the sacrifices and the fact that 20 
million people had been lost . People do not like war. Ameri ­
cans hate war . America is too good a place to be when there is 
no war. 

l 

~ET/SENSITIVE 
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ThE President continued that people did not get into trouble 
when thev talked to each other, but rather when they talked 
about ea;h othe1. There has been too much of the latter on both 
sides, and not enou9h of talking to each other. In the meeting 
with the larger group, where he and Gorbachev should soon move, 
the sides could explain why there is mistrust between them, but 
could make a beginning to try to eliminate this mistrust. 

Gorbachev replied that they ~ould discuss specific questions 
during their Geneva meetings, but he wished to give his evalua­
tion of the present international situation as the Soviet side 
saw it, while they were still in their one-on-one meeting. He 
thought that a new policy was needed which would be adequate for 
the present international situation. The first thing that was 
needed was a policy aimed at resolving the central issue of the 
present time, that is, the question of war and peace. In the 
Soviet Union, in the United States, and in the whole world this 
was the question which was in the minds of everyone, even 
ordinary people, not to mention those who were more familiar 
with international processes. 

Gorbachev continued that if the two sides reached a substan­
tive agreement in Geneva, whic h would increase people's hope and 
would not destroy thei r view of the future with respect to the 
question of war and peace, this would be a great accomplishment. 
The question of ending the arms race wa s of critical importance 
in international politics, and we needed to say something to the 
world abou t this. The Soviet side is in favor of this. The 
U.S. side says that nuclea r war cannot be permitted, and that it 
is for peace. We need to find a formula 2.t this meeting which 
would give impetus toward moving towards resolution of the more 
important jssues. Thi s was the first thing. 

Gorbachev continued that he would not like to seem irrespon­
sible vis-a-vis the President, vis-a-vis his own country and 
vis-a-vis the world with regard to this main issue. Young 
people were wondering about whether they would be a live or not, 
and the older generation, that had suffered so much, was also 
thinking about this. Yes, we have a meeting in Geneva, and we 
need to create an impetus. If no such impetus is created, there 
will be great disappointment, and no statements or press an­
nouncements will justify the meeting. People will say that we 
are irresponsible. And the two sides should not subject them­
selves to such a fate. 

Gorbachev said that he would like to say two brief things 
about what realities Soviet and U.S. foreign policy should take 
into account. There were many problems in the world, involving 
capitalist countries and socialist countries, not to mention 
third-world countries, where the problems were the greatest. 
The problems involved questions of economics, structural change, 
ecology, sociology, etc. All of these issues demanded our 

-5 li'C ~i:'f' / C 13~i8 I '1' I VE -. 



attention and reauire d solut ions bas e d on cooperatior. :ather 
t h a n confrontati~n . This was the second th i ng t hat Gorbachev 
wi s hed t c s ay . 

Gorbache v c on t inued t hat the t hird thing was tha t the two 
countries h a d h a d conflicts , both ope n l y and p r ivately, with 
regard t o r eg ional, th i rd-world i s sues. But there was a great 
number o f developing countr ies , a nd do zens of newl y -cre ated 
o nes. They had g r eat amoun ts 0 £ natural and human resources, 
but they were not onl y behind t he developed countries, but the 
g a p be twee n them was growing greater. There was hunger, il l it­
eracy and disease, causing a great deal of turmoil. We need to 
take a new political approach to these issues in order to 
resolve them. This was the basis for Gorbachev's approach to 
f oreign policy, as well as that of his colleagues. 

Gorbachev indicated that the issue of national interests had 
arisen. The Soviet Union had its national interests and the 
U.S. had them as well. Other countries also had their 
n a tional interests. In the international context, we could not 
s peak of advancing some of these interests at the expense of 
suppres s in s o thers. Without such an approach it would be 
diff i cult t o a ct in the international arena. He had spoken 
sincerely a bou t these three t h i ngs. The Soviet Union was not 
playing a two- f aced ga me. If it were playing such a game with 
r ega rd t o t he United Sta tes, if it ha rbored sec ret intentions, 
then t he re c oul~ be no improvement in the relationship. He was 
s ince r e a bout th i s, and this app l ied to both countries. 

Go rbachev apolog ized t hat he h a d ta ken so long, and said 
that he wou ld be en d i ng s hor tly . Pe r haps the Pres i dent was 
a~cre that a slogan h ad b ee~ used during t he time of th i s 
meeting in Gen e va wh i ch said that Re agan and Go rba chev should 
bear in mind that t he world did not belong only to the two of 
t hem . 

The Pr esident replied that h e had no t h eard abou t such a 
slogan, bu t he wished to reply briefly to what Gorbachev had 
s aid , and the n he thought it would be better for them to join 
with the r e st of the group. He agreed that the two countries 
could mutually help the developing countries, but one of the 
things that created mistrust of the USSR by the U.S. was the 
realization of the Marxist idea of helping socialist revolutions 
throughout the world and the belief that the Marxist system 
s h o uld p reva i l. The U.S. felt, h o we ver, that the most important 
thing for a c oun t r y wa s its right t o self-determination. The 
U.S. and USS R c ou ld help thes e c oun tries, given our advance d 
technolog i e s . We c ould help them to imp rove their standards of 
living. Bu t the U.S. felt that the Soviet Union attempted t o 
use force to shape the developing countries to their own pat­
tern, and that such force was o f ten used onl y by a minori ty of 
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the people o~ the countr~•. The C. S. believe6 that if the compet ­
ing factions ~ould settle their social an6 ether differences them­
selves, the U. S. and USSE could then be ready to assist them in 
improving their economies . Both our countries should eliminate 
the mistrust which exists between them by discussing the causes 
of this mistrust. The U.S. had a very firm belief that people in 
all countries had t he right of self- determination and t he right 
to choose their own form of government. 

The President indicated that when he and Gorbachev would go 
into the main meeting , he would greet the members of the Soviet 
Delegation, and Gorbachev should greet 'the members of the U.S. 
Delegation, after which there would be a photo opportunity ne x t 
to the fireplace before they sat down at the table. 

Gorbachev replied that they would continue to discuss these 
issues in the larger meeting, but he would like to say some more 
before they left the room . There had been those who considered 
that the American Revolution should have been crushed . The same 
applied to the French Revolution and to the Soviet Revolution. 
Over ·a long period of time millions of people had engaged in such 
struggles -- in India, Indonesja, in Algeria (where one-and-a-half 
million people had died in their struggle for freedom). The Sov­
iet Union did not consider tha t a way of life could be imposed if 
a society were not ready for it. These were only empty phrases. 
All these things which happen in the world have their national 
roots. The U.S . should not think that Moscow was omnipotent and 
that when he, Gorbachev , woke up every day he thought about which 
countr y he would now like to ar range a revolution in. This was 
simply not true. Gorbachev indicated that after his interpreter 
had trans lated what he had ju~t said , he would like to convey 
some confidential information to Reagar. , after which they could 
move to the next room. 

Gorba chev said that before leavinq for Geneva he had re­
ceived some information fro~ the Soviet Academy of Sciences, 
specifically the Institute for Earth Studies, where the scien­
tists have become convinced that there would be a major earth­
quake in the area of California ana Nevada within the next three 
years. Sovjet scientists had alwayc worked with U.S. scientists 
on these issues, and Reagan probably had knowledge of such 
information already, but this information was in addition to 
what had already been known. The Soviet scientists considered 
that the probability of an earthquake of a magnitude of 7 or 7.5 
on the Richter scale was two-thirds and the probabi lity of one 
of 6 or 6.5 was three-fourths. The Soviet side was ready to 
have its scientists give all the details to U.S. scientists. 
They have not yet been published. 

The President replied that he realized that such an earth­
quake was considered to be overdue . He mentioned that an entire 
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area along the Pacific, Asia, South America, 2nd No rth Americ a 
was considered t o be a "ring of fire" because of the volcanoes 
there. This hac recently been demonstrated in Colombia, before 
that in Mexicc and in the U.S. with Mount St. Helen: these 
volcanoes were showing greater activity. Because of faults in 
the earth and shifting plates, we know that such an event is 
overdue. A great deal of tension has been created along the San 
Andreas fault, and this tension had not been released by little 
quakes. The President indicated that he had not heard any 
specific time frame mentioned of the type that Gorbachev had 
spoken of, but all of our scientists knew that this was overdue 
and could happen at any time. 
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The Presid e Dt an d the General Secret~~y eme r ged ~rom thei r 
private meetinq anc greeted e ach membe r o f the others' delegat i on . 
There was then a phot o opportun i ty . The two delegation s were 
thP.n s eated . 

The Pres ident ope ned the meeting by stati n g to the Ge neral 
Secre ta ry that he wa s p l eased that the meeting is fina l l y under­
way . He noted that the two of them had been t a lking about how 
important their meetings are, and then turned the flo o r ove r to 
the Genera l Secretary . 

Gorbachev thanked the President. He noted that he and the 
President had agreed that it was important to have a constructive 
exchange of views at this meeting. As he had already said during 
their private meeting, the Soviet Union attaches a lot of impor­
tance to this meeting and to the fact that it is taking place 
after almost seven years since the last summit. A lot of things 
have changed in the world and in both of our countries. Many 
problems have come up which are of concern to the American peo­
ple, to the Soviet people and to their leaders . We regard this 
meeting as a positive event, he added . 

Gorbachev then re t urned to the que8tion of how to proceed and 
at what l e vel. He shared the view that we need to bolster confi­
dence in our r elat ionship. We r.eed to think together about a 
mechanism for imp l eme nting this i c ea. This should include a po­
litical d i alogue at various levels. It is not good when for ex­
tended periods our relationshi p is reduced to having our entire 
di a logue take pl a ce via the p r e s s. He understood that this was 
the Pr es i dent' s i dea about dia logue. The Presiden t had said tha t 
he was fo~ talking t o e a ch othe r r ather than about each other. 
The t a s k before u s is strengthening c on fid ence. We should be 
looking fo r op portunities in vcrious areas, for examp le trade and 
economic rela t ions can be helpful. 

Expe rience has shown t ha t the Soviet Union and the United 
Sta tes ca n live without each other in the area o f trade and eco­
nomics. But they cannot hope that a strong peace and understand­
ing will emerge without active links and relationships. Economic 
and commercial ties are important not only in themselves but also 
as a political link. There needs to be a material basis for the 
political process . 

Some underestimate this fact, he continued. Sometimes these 
relations are used in a way which is detrimental to the process 
we want. This had happened in the past. He would note that the 
President had seen that, and had lifted the grain embargo. But, 
unfortunately, this actjon was not followed by other steps. 
There is interest among U.S. businessmen and in Soviet economic 
circles. Commercial ties can be part of the mechanism of trust . 
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Gorbac~e~ said that he wel c o~ed the Pr esi den t's i dea f or a 
broac basec exchange c f people i n s cien ce , culture a nd othe~ a r­
ea s . tie was p leased that Amer i c an people are interested in a 
greater understan ding of the So,·iet peop le and noted that Amer i ­
can trave l t o the Soviet Union was 9o ing up and had re ach e d s ome 
50 , 000 a nnually . He also welcome d a mo re lively and d ynamic set 
of contacts between foreign ministr i es and embassies . High level 
summits s hould fit in wi t h this and be the center piece o f our 
mec hani s m f o r build ing trust . 

The Gener a l Secretary said that he woul d bui l d o n t hi s sub ­
ject of d i alogue in greater deta i l. He mentio ned it now since he 
u nderstood that it is a subject of special importance to the 
President. 

He then returned to what he called the central point: that 
after many years the two leaders are meeting at a time when re­
lations are at the lowest level ever . He did not know whether 
the President and his Administration find this good . The Presi­
dent's recent statements seemed to indicate that he wants im­
proved relation s. This is definitely the Soviet desire. They 
f ee l that despi te al l the existing diffe r e nce s and with out sim­
p lifying diff icu l ties, the two sides have to get d own to ste ering 
t hei r r elat i o n s i n t o a no rmal c h a nnel . He ha d s ai d in t hei r pri­
va te meeting tha t t he Soviet leadership as a whole i s for this 
improvement , that h e did not s e e an y op po s i tion t o t h is view. 
The Soviet leadershi p is united i n a desi re t o imp r ove relations , 
if tha t is the U.S. desi re. The Soviet Un ion i s wil ling to 
a c commodate t he United St a tes wi thou t p r econ d it ion s. He stated 
this be cause t he U. S . has set conditions for an improvement i n 
re l ations . This has beer una c ceptable in the past , and c ontinues 
t o be unacceptable . 

He mentioned that in Moscow he ha d s aid to Secretarv Shul tz 
and National Security Advisor McF a rlane t hat he wanted our re­
Jations and the process of making pol i c i es to be fr ee of d e ­
l usions . There s e em to be seve r al delu s ions on the part of t h e 
Amer ican r u ling c lass , to j udge by some studie s put out b y U. S . 
" t h i nk tanks . " The s e i n c lude s uch ideas as the conten tion that 
t he Soviet economy is i n a pe rilous state and therefore it can b e 
s ub j ect t o the p ressure o f an arms race to give more leverage to 
U.S. foreign policy. Or that the Soviet Union is lagging behind 
in high technology so that the United States can rush ahead and 
achieve military superiority . Or that the Soviet Union seeks 
mi l i tary superiority . 

He wou l d note he r e what h e had s a id to Sh ultz and McFar l a ne. 
The Sovie t Union is often ac c u sed o f causing p r oblems for the 
United States in Europe and in the Third World . The two sides 
may have differences on concrete situations and on specific 



\ 

- ! -

bila.:eral anc. :.nterrc=tional n1atttrs. But the CSSR proceecs from 
2 rF cognitior of the r ole and weight of the Unitec States in ir ­
ternati ona l a::'":a irs. The Sov ie ts duly appreciate Americar, 
achievements in technology , service and other spheres -- the 
fruitf o: labor of the AmericaD people . The Soviets greatly re ­
spect the Americans . This is most important . Yes, there are 
differe~ce~: political, ideolo9ical , and in terms of value s . 
But we have managed to stay alive for many years . And we have 
never been at war with each other. Let us pray to God that thi s 
never happens. The broad and fundamental approach he had de­
scribed would make an improvement in relations possible . 

He continued that it would be bad if instead of policy we 
have only public reactions and pinpricks. This can happen on 
occasion, but it is a different matter if this becomes the policy 
itself. This would make both the United States and the Soviet 
Union insecure. There needs to be a long-term prospect for the 
future of our relations. The Soviet Union holds that it is nec­
essary to develop a new policy. Our countries should not be cap­
tive to outdated approaches. Life has changed and it is always 
changing. 

He continued that whatever the two sides try to do in setting 
policies, the peoples of the world attach priority to the issue 
of war and peace . If the two of them are unable to tackle this 
issue, it is difficult to see how they can deal with others . 
This would devalue the whole process . They must deal with the 
critical, pivotal issue of peace and war. Their meeting must 
conclude by giving an impulse to the negotiations in Geneva . Of 
course they can send their negotiators back to Geneva. But if he 
and the President go home without giving any greater hope or im­
pulse to the process, they will take a scolding in their coun­
tries anc in the world. Isn't this precisely the issue which 
must be at the center cf their attention? 

Gorbachev continued that there are people linked to military 
affairs in both countries. He realized that there are people who 
earn their living f rom these matters. But studies in both coun­
tries has shown, what for example, Japan and the FRG have been 
able to do with little expenditure on the military . They have 
experienced an economic upsurge. Soviet and American scholars 
have shown that one job in the military sector is three times as 
costly as in the civilian sector. More jobs can be created if 
money is channeled into civilian areas. The situation is so 
acute that if they returned without saying anything about arms 
control, about the first priority issue, people will maintain 
that this meeting gave birth to a mouse. 

The United States has economic problems and the Soviet Union 
has them. Each knows his own problems better. But both could do 
better if they could release resources to the civilian economv. 
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He knew what institutions like the nc ritage Foundation -- which 
advised the Administration particularly when the President was 
running for office the first and secona time -- were saying. 
Before this meeting, they had been saying that the United States 
shoul c use the arms race to frustrate Gorbachev's plans, to weak ­
en the Soviet Union. But history teaches that this was not pos­
sible earlier even when the Soviet Union was not so strong. Now 
that it is even stronqer, this is a delusion. The Soviet Union 
is an enormous country which will take care of its problems. 

Gorbachev continued that of course there are many problems 
which are particularly acute in the developing world. It makes 
the United States and the Soviet Union selfish to devote so much 
money to the military when the destiny of millions and billions 
of people is at stake. It should not be a surprise that there 
are protests against this in Latin America, Africa and elsewhere. 
The military is devouring huge resources. The two of them must 
take a realistic approach to this. 

Gorbachev added that he believes there is a basis for move­
ment to meet each other's concerns. The President had recently 
said that a nuclear war must never be fought . He agreed. The 
President had said that they should proceed on an equal basis. 
He agreed. The President had s aid he was for exchange 
among our peoples . The Soviet side agreed with this as well , so 
long as it was within a framework of respect for sovereignty and 
the values each society had developed . There must be a respect 
fo r the path each side has chosen. 

He then said that they often hear the United States argue 
that there should be no agreement signed, no document signed that 
is not consistent with United States national interest . He would 
not quarrel with this, but how is one to understand national in­
terests if t here is no restraint in defininq them? Can there be 
a right to exploit others or to impinge on ~he security of others 
in the name of one's security? He could say for himself that 
this is not the way to define one's interests. He recalled a 
conve rsation with Prime Minister Thatcher in which she quoted 
Lord Palmerston that nations have no permanent enemies only per­
manent interests. He agrees with this and would say that the 
Soviet Union is implementing its interes ts in the community of 
nations. Both of us must take the interests of others into ac­
count. 

However , what is the Soviet Union to think if the United 
States asserts a vital interest in areas distant from it, areas 
which often are very near the Soviet Union? Many zones are de­
clared vital interests of the United States. The Soviet Union 
fails to understand how the United States cannot take account of 
other countries' interests. 
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Go r bachev sta ted that te was hopeful th~t when t hey cane t o 
the a fte r no on d isc ussion , bo ~t ~ides c oull e xpr ess thei r v ievs 
ahout wa r and peace an d di Pc.rmament. He v:ou l d l ik e i n c on c lu s ion 
of his overv iew of the world si t uation t o s ta te that the Sov iet 
Union believes that the centra l cuestion is how to halt the arms 
race a nd t o d i s a r m. For its part, the Soviet Union would not put 
forwa rd prop o sals which would be detrimental to the United 
States. The y are for equal security . If anything detrimental to 
the United States was proposed, this would not be acceptable to 
the Soviet Union because it would not make for stability. The 
Soviet Union has no ulterior motives. What the President has 
said about equal security, no superiority and movement toward 
halting the arms race are the conditions for building a coopera­
tive relationship. The United States is losing a big market in 
the Soviet Union; the Soviets have good economic cooperation with 
other countries. 

Gorbachev continued that we can live in this world only to­
gether, so both must think how to put relations on a new track. 
If the United States thinks that by saying these things, 
Gorbachev is showing weakness, that the Soviet Union is more in­
terested than the United States, then this will all come to noth­
i ng. The Soviet Union will not permit an unequal approach but if 
the re is on the U.S. side a positive will, the United States will 
find the Soviets an active participant in the process. 

Pres i dent Reagan then began his presentation. He said that 
as he had noted earlier, if the two sides are to get down to the 
busine s s of reducing the mountains of weapons, then both must get 
at the c a use o f the d i strust which had led to building these 
we a pons. Why do es the distrust and suspicion exist? We fought 
togethe r in t wo wars. Ame ricans who had been bringing in sup­
plie s to help the Soviet Union in the second world war are buried 
near ~ u r ma n s k . When that war ended, the Americans were the only 
one s who s e industr~• had no t been bombed and who had not sustained 
grea t losse s.. The Ameri ca ns were the only ones who had a weapon 
of great devastation , the nucle a r weapon. They were the only 
ones able to use it if they had wanted to. But they reduced 
their armed forces from twelve million to a million and a half 
and allowed their navy to go down from a thousand ships to less 
than half that number. And the United States began making pro­
posals to the Soviet Union and the world about sharing nuclear 
technology and doing away with the weapon. Eighteen times before 
this meeting the United States had proposed meetings to discuss 
arms reduction and for twelve of those times the United States 
had nuclear superiority. The United States was willing to give 
it up. Most of these times the United States did not get coop­
eration from Gorbachev's predecessors . 

The President stated that this is the first meeting where we 
have sat down to consider reducing arms. The other meetings 
dealt only with regulating the increase in these weapons. In 
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1980 he had said that he c0uld not condone this approach , but 
that he would stay at the ~egotiating table as long as it ~ight 
take to get real reductions. He recalled that the Soviet leaders 
had talked about? one-world communist state and had been inspir­
ing revolutions around the world , The United States had watched 
the Soviet military buildu p , including in nuclear weapons. This 
came after dozens of United States proposals. The United States 
has fewer nuclear weapons than in 1969, but the Soviet buildup 
since then has been the greatest in history. Yes, he had made a 
promise to refurbish the American military and this has been 
done, but the United States is still behind: The Soviet Union 
has 5.4 million men in their armed forces : The U.S. has 2.4 
million men. The United States also sees an expansionist Soviet 
Union. It has a satellite in Cuba just 90 miles off our shores. 
We had problems there with nuclear missiles but this was settled. 
Now we see Afghanistan, Ethiopia, Angola and Yemen -- with for 
example 35,000 Cubans in Angola. 

The President stated that he was setting out all of this to 
explain the basis for American concern and distrust. With regard 
to our military industry having a policy effect, he noted that 
our budget for humanitarian affairs -- for the elderly and handi­
capped and for other social needs -- is greater than our total 
military budget. Two thirds of our military spending pays for 
manpower; only a small percentage is spent on equipment. The 
total military budget is a very small percentage of our GNP; of 
course we would be better off without it. The basic interest of 
our industry is consumer products, for example the automobile and 
airplane industry. The United States has no economic interest in 
continuing a military buildup. 

The President said that now the two sides have come to this 
meeting he had said frankly why the American people had fears. 
Maybe not fears of war, but that the Soviet Union could acquire 
such an imbalance of strength that it could deliver an ultimatum. 
The United States has seen violations of arms control agreements 
already signed. The United States is ready to try to meet the 
Soviet Union's concerns if the Soviet Union is ready to meet 
ours. But more than words are needed. We need to get on to 
deeds. If we just get in bargaining over the numbers of particu­
lar types of weapons we are likely go on trying to keep advan­
tages. But deeds can relieve mistrust, if we can go on the basis 
of trust, then those mountains of weapons will shrink quickly as 
we will be confident that they are not needed. 

The President continued by saying that we are the two super­
powers. No other nations in the world can do what the Soviet 
Union and the United States can. They are the only ones which 
can bring about a world war. The only ones. That is a measure 
of their responsibility. The two must remove the causes of dis­
trust. History since World War II has shown that if the United 
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State8 had an y hc8~ile dPE19nr it was 1n a position tc impose its 
wil l with little dancer to itself . Indeed the United States had 
set out to reduce 1 t:.E superiori t ~· . 

The President then said that today he wanted to talk about 
one specific question. Gorbachev had said that the United States 
was interested in achieving a first 8trike capability by having 
an anti-missile shield which would destroy missiles before they 
hit the target. The United States did not know whether this 
would be possible. The tlnited States had a research program. 
The Soviet Union had the same kind of program . The United States 
has some hope that it might be possible. If both sides continue 
their research and if one or both come up with such a system then 
they should sit down and make it available to everyone so no one 
would have a fear of a nuclear strike. A mad man might come 
along with a nuclear weapon . If we could come up with a shield 
and share it , then nobody would worry about the mad man . He 
didn ' t even want to call this a weapon; it was a defensive sys ­
tem . 

The President said that he hoped he had made clear that it is 
the sincerest desire of the United States to eliminate these sus­
picions. When he th inks of our two great powers, and of how many 
areas we could cooperate in helping the world, he thinks about 
how we must do this with deeds. This is the best way for 
both of us to assure the other that they have no hostile intent. 

Gorbachev asked whether there was any more tiQe. Should the 
they stick to their schedule? 

The President responded that he thoucht they should stick to 
the schedule ?sit calls next for lunch. 

Gorbachev said this was fine and he would respond when they 
resumed after lunch if the President would qive hi~ the floor . 

The President said that the floor was Gorbachev's. 

Gorbachev said that he understood they would get into more 
specific discussion in the afternoon. 

The President agreed, and the meeting ended at 12 : 15 P . M. 
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The PrP.side t offered Gc,rbachev the £ J. ocr t 0 COI"'.'Jnent on the 
PreEident's preser t ation during the morning session . 

Gorbachev said that they both had discussed how to conduct 
their meetings and during the preparations had discussed whether 
t o focus on the causes of tensions or on solutions. Both sides 
had said a lot about causes . He is convinced that i£ they start 
making up a list of objections, they will not get far t oward nor ­
rnnliza ti on , more trust and more respect -- and most importantly, 
toward giving some impulse to the Geneva p r ocess , which is at a 
crucial stage now . 

He will be reasonable in what he proposes. He does not plan 
an extensive debate over what President said. But, as he said 
during the private meeting this morning, the Soviets reject a 
"primitive approach" toward the world around us -- that is that 
everything can be traced to some Soviet plan for supremacy or 
world domination . We have discussed this many times, and when it 
raises regional issues , the U.S. frequently charges the Soviet 
Union with expansionism - - in Afghanistan, Ango l a, even South 
Yemen. 

Hotbeds of international conflict do sour international re­
lations , Gorbachev continued, but the Soviets cannot sha re U.S. 
views of the causes of regional conflict. You sa y that the Sov­
iet Union and Soviet expansionism is responsib le . But that is 
either a mistake or a deliberate distortion. If U.S. policies 
are based on this mistaken view, it is difficult to see the way 
out o= these problems . An assessment of Soviet policy in the 
Third World on the basis of such a misconception can lead only to 
underwining international securitv . 

Let me give you our view , Gorbachev said. We take a "prin­
cipled approach" to the developing countries and their problems. 
First, we have no monopolies in these countries which exploit 
their manpower and resources. We seek no corunercial concessions, 
but rely on our own resources one hundred percent . Therefore, we 
have no selfish interests or expan sionist aims, and desire no 
n.:..litary bases. 

Second, i= you look at the developing world in an unbiased 
way, you will see that there is a long-term objective process 
which began after World War II. It is a natural one of third­
world countries first pressing for political independence and 
then striving to gain control over their own resources and labor. 
This is the root cause of what is happening. 

You overestimate the power of the Soviet Union, Gorbachev 
observed . The U. S. attributes to USSR the power and capability 
to upset the whole world, but we are realistic pragmatists who 
categorically oppo se attempts to dominate other countries from 
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t he ou t side. K e 60 oppc s e t h~ export o f c o un t e r r evoluti on . At ­
tempts tave been mad~ to cru sh revo lutions i n t he pa s t. Th i s 
h a ppened w.:. th the American revolution, with t he f'rench Revolution 
and with the October Revolution . Bu t the idea that that sma l l 
numbers of people ~rom outside a cour.try can tur n it t o revolu­
tion is no t realis t ic . India, Indonesia, Korea - - t hese are al l 
countries with millions of pe ople . 

The U. S . speaks of Afghanistan and Ethiopia a s i f i t were 
t he Soviet Union tha t stir red the pot there . But we first heard 
o f revolu t ion s the re on the radio . We had good relatio ns with 
Haile Se las sie a nd were not the c a use of t he r e volution the re . 
It i s wrong to think we are plotting; this is just not right . 
But people want freedom and we do support "progressive move ­
me nts ." We make no secret of this and it is in the Party prog r am. 
But we have no secret plans for wo r ld domination. 

The U. S . · has its values and the Soviet Union has its own . 
Regi o n a l problems are caused by a social struggle evolving o ve r 
many stages. Sometimes you support one fact i on and we a nothe r, 
but both of us can play a role toge ther t o solve problems, and in 
s ome a rea s we a l ready do s o . 

In Af ghanistan, the Soviet Un ion support s a "regularizing 
process" a r o und that country , a polit i ca l set t lement un de r the 
Un i t ed Nations, and you could he l p. The U.S . howeve r does not 
help . You s ay the USSR s hould with d raw its troops , but a ctually 
you wa n t t hem the r e , and the longer the bette r . 

Gorbachev continued, saying that the Soviets a re r ea dy to 
promote a package solution involving a non - aligned Afgha n i stan , 
Soviet troop withdrawal, the return of r efuge es , and inte r nat i onal 
guaran t ees of no outside interference . There are possibi l ities 
for a political r e c oncilia t ion , he a dde d, and said that Afghani ­
stan is al r eady ready t o coopera t e , bu t r equires the c ooperat ion 
of all groups . 

He then asse rted tha t t he Soviet Un ion has no p lan for using 
Af ghani s t an to gain a c cess t o a wa r m wate r port , t o e x t e nd its 
influence to the Persian Gul f , or to i mpinge on U.S . interests in 
a n y way . It is a situation which could be used to improve our 
overall relationship, by fostering cooperation by the conflicting 
sides and abstaining from interference . It is a n area we s hould 
e xplore , he concluded . 

Gorbac hev t hen state d t hat these are just examples to il l u s ­
trate the Sov i et p o licy toward the Third Wo rld . Bc s ically the 
i s s ues are i n tern a l p r o b lems for the states involved. We can 
con tinue to work on the s e issues wi th o u r discussions by special ­
is ts on regiona l matters. 
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Gor bachev the~ no ted tha ~ ~h E Pr e siden t. ha d charged t hat i t 
is the Sov ie t Uni on whi r h h a d been bu i l ding up its a r ms wh ile t.hP 
D.S . acted with res train t . This i s a major question . Much d e ­
pends on t he characte r o f the pre s ent strategic si tuation and how 
it wi l l devel o p in the fu t ure . It is the central question of our 
relations . 

Gorba c hev continued b y sayi ng that twenty yea r s ago t he re 
was no strategic balance ; U.S. had four t imes a s man y strategic 
d e livery s y stems t han the USSR and also fo rwa r d -based s y stems. 
He then asked rhe tori c al l y wha t the U.S. woul d have done i f the 
SoviP t Un ion had po ssessed four time s as much? The U.S. would 
have h ad to take steps, just as the Sov iet Union did, to establish 
parity . 

In fact, Gorbachev asserted, the U.S. has tripled the number 
of its nuclear weapons and has more nuclear weapons than the Sov­
iet Un ion. Negotiations began as we approached parity, and the 
Soviets have not viola t ed the nuclear balance and are not trying 
to surp a s s the U.S., since superiority cannot be the basis for 
normal rel a t i on s. All i nstitutes which study the problem, in­
cluding the ISS in I-0ndon, c onclude that there is stra tegic pari­
t y . Force st ructure s are d i fferent, but they support d ifferent 
s t ra t.eq ies . 

The Soviet Union wants par ity a t a lowe r level, he continued. 
we a re for equal security and a g r eed to e mba rk upon the negotia­
t i ons in Geneva . ~e must me e t each other ha l f way i f we are t o 
find a way to reduce strategic weapons . The t ime has c ome for u s 
b o th to muste r the po litical wil l aLc realism to make pr og r ess 
a n d t o end e f forts to outsmart or overrun the othe r s i de . Eve n 
n ow, due to compu t e r technology , one side could get ahead in 
space . But we can match any challenge , though you might not think 
s c. We know tha t the U.S. can me e t any challenge f rom us and we 
can meet any challen ge f r om you . But why not rnake a step wh i c h 
wou l d pe r rnit lowe rin g the a rms level? 

Gor bache v t hen said that they , the Soviets , think SDI can 
lead to an arms race in space , and not just a defensive arms r ace 
but a n o ffe nsive a r ms race with s pa ce weapons. Space weapon s 
wil l b e harder to verify and will feed s u spicions and mistrust. 
Sci e nt i s t s say any s hield can be pierced, so SDI cannot save us. 
So why create it ? I t only makes sense if it is to defend against 
a re taliatory strike. What would the West think if the Soviet 
Union wa s developing the se wea pons? You wo u ld react wi th h or r o r. 
Weinberger h a s said that if the USSR had such a defense f i r s t, it 
would be bad . If we go fir s t, you feel it would be bad f or t h e 
wo r l d, f eed ing mistrust . We canno t accept t he rationale which 
says it is good i f you do it and bad if we do it. 
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Go r bachev t he n sa id that he k nows Pre si dent is at t ac he d t c 
the progr am , and for t ha t r ea son the Sov i et s have analy zed it 
seriously . The Sov iet c onc l usion is t hat i ~ the U. S . implements 
i t s pla~ , the Sovie t Union wil l not c oopera te in an effort to 
gain superio r ity over it. We will have t o frustrate this plan, 
and we will bui l d up i n order to s ma s h your shield . 

You sa y the Soviet Un ion is doin g the s ame, he cont inued , 
but asserted that th is i s not t he case. Bo t h o f u s d o research 
in spa c e o f course, but Soviet research is for pe aceful purpo s e s. 
The U.S. in c ontrast has military aims, and that is an importan t 
difference. The U.S . goal violates the ABM Treaty, which is of 
fun d amental importance . Testing is also inconsistent with the 
Treaty , and can only exacerbate mistrust . 

If the U. S . embarks on SDI, the following will happen: (1) 
no reduction of offensive weapons ; and (2) Soviet Union will re ­
spo nd . This response will not be a mirror image of your program, 
bu t a simp l er, more effective system. What will happen if you 
pu t in your " seven layers" of defense in space and we put in ours? 
It wi l l j u s t destabili ze the situation, generate mistrust, and 
waste r e sou rces . It wi ll require automatization which will p l ace 
important decisions i n the han ds of computers and political lead­
ers will just be in bunkers with c omputers making the decisions. 
Th i s could unleash an uncontro llabl e process. You haven't thought 
t h is through ; it will be a wa s t e of mone y , and a l so will cause 
more distrust and more weapons. 

Gorbachev then referred to the President 's remarks regard ing 
the need f o r a de f e n se agai ns t some madman in the futu r e who might 
get his hands on nuclear weapons . He obs erved t hat they should 
r emember t hat they will h a ve suffic i ent re talia t ory for ce fo r a 
long time t o deter s u ch use . 

Gorbachev then concluded by s ayinq that v e r ifica t ion wi l l 
not be a p r o blem if t he b a sic question is s olve d . The Soviets a r e 
prepare d for f ul l ver i fi cation o f a ban on space weapon s . If 
such a ban i s a gre ed upon , then t he two countries could nego tiate 
on t he ir res pe ctiv e propos a ls for offen sive we apons reduction . 
The Soviets are ready to c omp romise . I f space weapons are banned, 
t he situa t i o n would be complete ly di fferent; it would create a 
new attitude on the Soviet side. The process would be different, 
however, i f they leave Geneva without any agreements . If agree­
men t on th is point is not po ssib l e, they the Soviets would have 
to rethink the current s i tuation. 

The Pre side nt t hen made the f o l lowing po ints: 
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Gorbachev's presentation illus t rates the lack o= trust be­
tween us. It is di f :icult f or us t o understand the level of sus­
picion which the Soviet Union holds . 

Even whe n we we re allies in World War II we encountered in­
explicable Soviet suspicion. For example, permission WRS not 
given for U.S. bombers to land on Soviet territory in order to 
reduce the dangers of bombing our common enemy. We cannot under­
stand this kind of suspicion. 

Gorbachev spoke of parity, but there is none today. True 
that U.S. once had nuclear superiority, but in June, 1946, of­
fered to place all nuclear weapons under international control. 
It has also made numerous other offers, and the President listed 
twelve such between 1953 and 1969. 

Since SALT-I was signed, the Soviet Union has added 6,000 
nuclear warheads. Since SALT-II, 3,850 have been added. Mean­
while, the U.S. removed 2400 warheads from Europe, while the Sov­
iet Union threatened Europe with its SS-20's. Our Allies requested 
protection and it fell to-President to implement their request 
when Soviets refused to conclude an agreement to remove the 
threat. 

Now we are locked in a Mutual Assured Destruction policy. 
The U.S. does not have as many ICBM's as Soviet Union, but has 
enough to retaliate. But there is something uncivilized about 
this. Laws o f war were developed ove r the centuries to protect 
civilians, but civilians are the ta rgets of our vast arsenals 
today. 

The Strategic Defense Initiative is the President's idea. 
History teaches that a defense is found for every offensive weap­
on. We don't know i= strategic de fensive weapons will be possi­
ble, but i: the y are, they shoulC: not be coupJed with an offen­
sive force. Latter must be reduced s o it will not be a threat. 
And if strategic defenses prove possible, we would prefer to sit 
down and get rid of nuclear weapons, and with them, the threat of 
war. 

Regarding Afghanistan: Their "leader" was supplied by the 
Soviet Union. Actually he was their second choice, since the 
first 6ne did not work out as they wished. The Soviet invasion 
has created three milliion refugees. He made suggestion for so­
lution at UN. Specjfically, how about bringing about the mutual 
withdrawal of all outside forces, then forming a coalition of 
Islamic states to supervise the installation of a government cho­
sen by the people of Afghanistan? 

Regarding Cambodia: We signed an agreement with North Viet­
nam. It was violated and the North Vietnamese took over South 



Vietnam and also Lao F and Cambod ia. It now ru l es Cambod ia. K~ 
should put an e nd t o this an d t ogether supervise establishme nt of 
a government cho sen by the Cambodian peopre . 

Regarding Nicaragua: The Soviets have advisers there. The 
SandinisLas have built a tremendous military machine, far more 
than they need for defense . They ha ve declared an aim of spread­
ing revolution elsewhere . The President then reviewed the history 
of Somoza's removal -- the appeal to the OAS, and the Sandinista 
promise of free elections and a free press . But then when Somoza 
was removed , the Sandinistas forced other groups out of the coali­
tion and are trying to establish totalitarian control. The Contras 
are only trying to reinstate the goals of the original revolution. 

Such things as those noted are behind our suspicion and mis­
trust. 

Every military judgment has it that Soviet forces are de­
signed for offensive operations. 

The U.S. willing to work on an agreement to move awa y from 
mutual threats . SDI would never be used by U.S. to improve its 
offensive capability or to launch a first strike. SDI should not 
lead to an arms race; we can both decide to reduce and eliminate 
offensive weapons . 

These are things we could do to remove mistrust. Our goal 
is not an arms race. We c a n return to parity in one of two ways: 
either we both reduce of f ensive weapons , or we can build them up 
and use defensive systems to offset them . The U.S. does not seek 
superiority, but will do what is necessary to protect its free ­
doms. 

Gorba chev then asked what they should tell their negotiators 
in Geneva. 

The President replied that they could be given guidelines to 
reduce nuclear weapon s, say by 50%. We could negotiate on the 
structure of forces, since we know the structure of our forces is 
different. 

Gorbachev asked about the U.S. goal of SDI and how this re­
lates to our January agreement to prevent an arms race in space. 

The President said that he did not see a defensive shield as 
an arms race in s pace. He then recounted a conversation between 
a Chinese official and Ambassado r Walters, in which Walters was 
asked what happens when a man with a spear that can penetrate 
anything meets a man with a shield that is impenetrable. Walters 
responded that he did not know, but that he did know what happens 
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when a mar. with no shield meets that same opponent wh o hRs t hE 
spear. Neither of us wants to be in the position of having n o 
shield. 

Gorbachev then asked whether the President considered 
developing SDI weapons as the militarization of space. 

The President replied that he did not . If the technology 
was developed, it should be shared. Neither side should deploy 
until the other did. It should be done in combination with lower­
ing offensive weapons so that neither could gain a first-strike 
advantage. 

The President then invited Gorbachev to take a walk for an­
other private conversation and the two departed at 3:40 p.m. 

Prepared by: 
Jack F . Matlock 

~ElC~Ei'iSENSITIVE 



·" 

DATE : 

TIME: 

PLACE: 

PARTICIPANTS: 

V1 L :_ - ' , : - - : 

MEMORANDm~ OF CONVERSATION 

REAGAN-GORBACHEV MEETINGS IN GENEVA 
November, 19 8 5 

Second Private Meeting 

November 19 , 1985 

3:40 P . M. - 4 : 45 P . M. 

Pool House, Maison Fleur d ' Eau 
Geneva, Switzerland 

United States 

President Reagan 
Wi]liaro D. Krimer, Interpreter 

Union of Soviet Socialis :: Republics 

Gene ral Secretarv Gorbachev 
N. Uspensky, Interpreter 

* * * * * * * * * 

During their brief walk from the villa at Fleur d'Eau to the 
pool house, the President and General Secretar y Gorbache v d id not 
discuss substance, confining their conversation to the Presi ­
dent's old movies . In the course of that conversation the Presi­
dent suggested to Mr . Gorbachev that he inform Mr . Arbatov that 
he had made not only grade-B movies, but also a few good ones. 
Gorbachev mentioned that he had recently seen "Kings' Row " and 
had liked it very much. 
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Seated in front of a fireplace at the pool house the Presi­
dent handed Gorbachev some papers anc suggested that they might 
contain the seed of somethins the two of them could agree upon. 
He added that he had one copy done in Russian. 

Gorbachev devoted a few minutes to readinc through the sepa­
rate documents. 

Gorbachev prefaced his reaction by saying that, of course, 
what he would present now was based on his first impression of 
what was contained in the formulations. He thought that some of 
the issues dealt with did contain some substance that merited 
serious discussion with a view to bringing the positions of the 
sides closer together. 

With reference to space weapons he had some questions to ask 
and, on the basis of his first reading, some considerations and 
objections to state. He would ~irst refer to something that 
could be left for further discussions. 

The President interjected to the effect that the material set 
forth in these papers should be viewed as a seed for possible 
instructions to the arms negotiators of both sides. 

Gorbachev said he understood the President's idea, but still 
had some objections to state. 

~ith referePce to paragraph 1 of the first paper, concerning 
50 percent reductions in strategic offensive arms, that was ac­
ceptable and he was prepared here to discusE this matter in terms 
o~ seeking a mutually acceptable solution. However, he would 
have to note that durin9 the meeting between Foreiqn Ministers in 
Geneva Jast January agreement had been reached that such re­
ductions would be negotiated together with an agreement haltinq 
an arms race in space. In other words, arms reductions must be 
viewed in their interrelationship with space weapons. That idea 
had been agreed upon in Geneva in January, but he had to note 
that here it seems to have evaporated . 

The President said that he did not see these defensive weap­
ons as constituting a part of the arms race in view of what he 
had said just a few moments aqo at the table, to the effect that 
if and when such arms were developed, they would be shared with 
everyone involved ir nuclear weapons. Why could this matter not 
be set aside in order to see what could be agreed upon regarding 
the sharing of such thin9s? This would enable the two sides to 
determine what policieE were available that could help all of us 
to get rid of nuclear weapons. 



Without r ~acting t o the Preside~t•s ~at ter remark, Gorbachev 
said that tha t was his first corr.,..-.erc~. His second comment regard­
ing the same sect io~ of th E documPnt he ha~ just read was to note 
the suggestion that a separatP interim agreement be concluded 
limiting land-based INF missiles with a view to eventual complete 
elimination of such missiles. This, too, required further clari­
fication . What weapons would be covered in such an agreement, 
taking into account the existence of not only U.S . but also 
British and French missiles of that type? This had not been made 
clear. 

Secondly, in the paper mentioning the possible interim agree ­
ment only land- based medium- range missiles were mentioned; what 
a bout medium-range cruise missiles launched from aircraft or from 
aircraft carriers? One had to note immediately that under the 
language contained in the document some nuclear weapons would 
clear l y remain outside limitations ; nevertheless , t he y did exist , 
they could be fired and naturally should also be covered by any 
agreement . 

Moving on to paragraph 3 of the same document concerning re­
search conducted by each side in the area of strategic ABM de­
fense , Gorbachev wanted to ask precisely what the President had 
in mind when speaking of such research. He understood that basic 
research in laboratories was underway (he meant scientific labo­
ratories, of course) but would also note that such research 
should not include the construction o: prototypes or samples, or 
their testing. He emphasized that it was necessary to clarify 
the precise ~eaning of that research. The reason he was asking 
this question was that he knew that in the President's White 
House today two different interpretations of the ABM Treaty's 
provisions were in exiF.tence. One was a narrow interpretation 
which had been contained in a number of documents of the U.S. 
Congress and of the U.S. Arms Control and Disarmament Agency . 
That narrow interprPtation was always limited to research not 
going beyond the threshold of laboratory work. Now, however, he 
was also aware of a broader interpretation, under which the con­
struction of prototypes and samples would be permitted . Under 
that interpretation one could in no way speak about complying 
with the provisions of the ABM Treaty . Thus, further clarifica­
tion was needed here as well . 

The President said that we did indeed have more than one in­
terpretation of the ABM Treaty . Under one such interpretation 
testing would 'be included in order to know that in practice we 
did have such a weapon . Just to have a laboratory theory would 
not be enough. It was his thought that all this could be covered 
by an agreement under which we as well as others could agree that 
no country would have a monopoly of such weapons . They would be 
shared by all . The worst thing that he could imagine was for any 
one country to acquire a first-strike capability. 
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GorLa c hev n0tpd ~hat t he Soviet Unio~ ~ad dec la r ed f or all 
t he wo rld t o he a r , a nd ~as now decla ring t o t he Un ited Sta tes as 
wel l , that the Soviet Un i on wou ld no t be the f i rst t o use nuc lear 
wea pons. Was this n o t suffi ci ent if this m~tter were taken seri ­
o usly ? However, he had t o note that the United States did not 
believe him. 

The President interjected that he and Gorbachev might not 
always be here. 

Gorbachev said that when he spoke of not being believed he 
meant that the United States did not believe the Soviet Union's 
statement he had just mentioned. In that case , why should the 
Soviet Union believe the President ' s statement about sharing re­
sults of the research in question , and that the United States 
would not take advantage of having developed a strategic defense? 

The President replied that that was because the negotiators 
of both sides could set down in a specific agreement that both 
gove r nments had agreed not to retain a monopoly of defensive 
~e apons, an agreement that he and Gorbachev would sign. He would 
also point out that our two countries were not alone in the 
wo rld. There were others, such as Qaddhafi, for example, and 
people of that kind, who would not at all be averse to dropping a 
nuclear weapon on the White House . He believed in the idea of 
bo th our governments agreeing that both conduct relevant research 
and t hat both share the results of such research; if one country 
produced a defensive shield before the other, it would make it 
available to all. 

'Ps fc,r believi ng the Soviet Union's comrni tment not to be the 
firs t t o use nucl e ar weapons, the President would remind Gorbachev 
that in Stockholm we had subscribed to the doctrine that coun­
tries must not use f orce against each other. 

With s ome emotio n Gorbachev appea l ed to the President as fol­
l ows: if the two sides were ind e ed searching for a wa y to halt 
the arms race and to begin to deal seriously with disarmament, 
then what would be the purpose of deploying a weapon that is as 
yet unknown and unpredictable? Where was the logic of starting 
an arms race in a new sphere? It must clearly be understood that 
verification of such weapons would be totally unreliable because 
of their maneuverability and mobility even if they were classified 
as defensive. People would not be in a position to determine 
what it was that would be placed into space and would surely re ­
gard it as an additional threat, thereby creating crisis situa­
tions . If the qo a l was to get rid of nuclear weapons, why start 
an arms race in another sphere? 

The President asked Gorbachev to remember that these were not 
weapons that kill people or destroy cities, these were weapons 
that destroy nuclear missiles. If there were agreement that 
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there would be no neec ror nuclear missiles, t hen one might agree 
that t here wou l d also be no ne ed for defe n ses a ga i nst t he m. But 
he would also urge Go rbache v t o remembe r that we were talking 
abou t some thing t hat was not yet known , and that if it were known , 
tha t would still be yea rs away. Why then should we sit he re in 
t he meanwhi le with mountains of weapons on each side ? 

Gorbachev countered by suggesting that they announce to the 
world that President Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev had 
dec l ared firmly in official statements that both countries would 
refrain from research, development, testing and deployment of 
space weapons and that such agreement would be subject to appro­
priate verification. Thus they could implement the idea of open 
laboratories and at the same time begin the process of SO-percent 
reductions in offensive arms. 

The President asked if Gorbachev had in mind that Soviet lab­
oratories would be open to visits by our experts and that their 
experts would be free to visit our laboratories. 

Gorbachev replied that the Soviet Union would agree to open 
its laboratories provided they were used for the purpose of veri­
fying how the agreement on banning and non-use of space weapons 
was being complied with. 

The President said he did not know why Gorbachev kept on 
spe a king of space weapons . We had no idea of precisely what the 
nature of these weapons would be; however, we certainly had no 
intention of putting something into space that would threaten 
peop l e on Earth. Some years ago there had been s ome t a lk about 
putti ng nuc lea r missiles into orbit in s p a c e, wea pons that could 
b e d ropped on an y po int on Earth. ThiE was not wh at he was talk­
inq a bout. He would recall t hat in 19 25 in this city of Geneva 
al l o f the countries that had participated in World War I had met 
and ha d reach ed agreement not to use poison gas war f are. Never­
thele ss, all had kept their gas masks . What he wa s saying now 
was t hat we should go forwa rd to rid the world of the thre at of 
nuclear weapons, but at the same time retain something like that 
gas mask, i.e ., a shield that would protect our countries should 
t he re be an unforeseeable return to nuclear missiles. 

Gorbachev wanted to repeat something he had said at the plen­
ary meeting . He had pointed out that the Soviet Government had 
really carefully considered everything that had been said by the 
Pre sident with regard to SDI, especially all his arguments in 
favor of SDI. · To a certain extent he could understand the Presi­
dent on a human level ; he could understand that the idea of stra­
tegic defense had captivated the President's imagination. Howev­
er, as a political leader he could not possibly agree with the 
President with regard t o this concept. He would assure the Pres­
ident that this was not the result of some merely capricious at ­
titude. He was not saying this for some sort of petty reasons . 
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Or. the basis of profound anal~~js by scientists, Sovie t as well 
as .LY.erican, he had to concluds that i:: the Soviet Union were to 
agreE to proceed along the direction of SDI, and this was con­
firmed by almost all author:tative people, if it were dragged 
into this new dimensior. of the arms race, the other side would be 
bound to lose confidence and would seek to counter SDI in any 
pcssible way, including by increasing thf= numbers of its offen­
sive arms. Thus, it would not make any sense at all for the Sov­
iet Union to help the U.S. in the development of a strategic de­
fense . In addition, he would point out that a defense against 
one certain level of strategic missiles was one thing, but a de­
fense against a much larger number of such missiles would not be 
reliable at all. This could only lead to the conclusion that the 
only possible use of a strategic de fen se was to defend against a 
weakened retaliatory strike not against a first strike. It should 
certainly be realized by the President as well that the great 
majority of people throughout the world, including scientists, 
were extremely concerned over the development of space weapons, 
whatever their avowed purpose. Among such people were a number 
of U.S . Secretaries of Defense and such experts as Ambassadors 
Smith and Warnke. Gorbachev knew what they had said about it, he 
had read their statements and it was clear that strategic defense 
would only be useful after a first strike by the side deploying 
such defense. This was a very serious problem today anc he would 
ask the President to reflect on it seriously. The Soviet Union 
had no desi re to harm him as President or to harm the United 
States as a country. He firmly believed it necessary to do all 
in his power to prevent this from happening . He would urge the 
President Jointly with him to find a way of formulating guidelines 
for their negotiators with a vie~ to stopping SDI. 

The President thouqht they had used up a consiaerable amount 
of time at this meeting. He thought the plenary meeting was about 
to conclude in any event, but he would say one thing . He would 
ask Gorbachev to consider this matter once again . He recognized 
that both of them had made some strong statements and that it 
would be dif~icult for either of them to reverse direction. How­
ever, it seemed to him that in his idea of ultimately sharing the 
results of research there was something that might be of interest 
to both o~ them. He had to tell Gorbachev that our people over­
whelmingly wanted this defense . They look at the sky and think 
what might happen if missiles suddenly appear and blow up every­
thing in our country. We believe that the idea of having a de­
fense against nuclear missiles involved a great deal of faith and 
belief . When he said we, he meant most of mankind . 

Gorbachev pointed out that missiles were not yet flying, and 
whether or not they would fly would depend on how he and the Pre­
sident conducted their respective policies. But if SDI were ac­
tually implemented, then layer after layer of offensive weapons, 
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Soviet 2s well aE V. S. weapons, would appear in oute r s pace and 
only God himsel~ would know what thev were . In this connection 
he would note that God p r ovides information only ve r y sele ctiv ely 
and rarely . He appealed t o t he President to r ecognize t h e tru e 
signal he was conveyinq to him as President a nd t o t h e U.S. Admin ­
istration a s a whole tha t t he Sovi et Un i on di d indeed wi sh to 
e stablish a new r elation s hip wi t h t he United States and deliver 
o u r two nati o ns f r om the i ncrea s ing f e a r of nuclear weapons. The 
Sovie t Union had c o ndu cted a deep a n a lysis of the e n tire situa­
ti on a nd had come t o the conclusion that it was necessary precise­
l y n ow to proceed on the basis of the actual situation; later it 
would be too late . This was why the Sovie t Union had tabled ser­
ious and comprehensive proposals concerning strategic weapons, 
medium-range weapons and othe r s. Thi s had be e n the result o f a 
thoro ugh assessment a n d p rofound understa nding o f where t he t wo 
countries stood today . They now had a c han ce which t hey must no t 
fail to take advantage o f . He wou l d a sk the Pr e sident not to 
rega rd this as weakne ss on the pa rt of Gorbachev a n d the Soviet 
leadersh ip. 

DuriDg the walk b ack to the villa Gorbachev noted that this 
would not be their l ast mee ting . The Pre sident expressed the 
hope that their next meeting wou ld t a ke place on U. S . soil, and 
s ~id that he would be p l e ased t o accept a n i nvitation t o vi sit 
the Sovie t Union in re t urn . Go r bache v agreed and sugge s t ed that 
dates and modalitie s be worked out by t heir respective sta f fs . 

Prepa red by : 
Will iam D. Krimer 
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