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ACTION 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, D C 20506 

MEMORANDUM FOR RODNEY M. McDANfL 

FROM: JACK F. MATLOC~ v,J\ 
\ 

SUBJECT: NSGP Meeting -- June 6, 1986 

90417 

June 2, 1986 

Attached at Tab I is a multiple-addressee memorandum notitying 
relevant agencies of an NSPG meeting to be held on Friday, 
June 6, at 11:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon, in the Situation Room, and 
forwarding an agenda for the meeting. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the memorandum at Tab I. 

Approve Disapprove 

Attachments 

Tab I Multiple-Addressee Memo 
Tab A Agenda 

CQNFI0EH'FI~ 
Declassify: OADR 



NA TIO"-.!A l SECURITY COUNCE ... 
V, t..Srlt"JG10N DC 2050E 

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. DONALD P . GREGG 
Assistant to the Vice President 

for National Security Affairs 

MR. NICHOLAS PLATT 
Executive Secretary 
Deoartment of State 

MS . SHERRIE COOKSEY 
Executive Secretary 
Department of the 'Treasury 

COLONEL DAVID R. BROWN 
Executive Secretary 
Department of Defense 

MR . STEPHEN GALEBACH 
Seni o r Special Assistant 

to the httorney General 
Departmen t of Justice 

DR . .Z. LTOK XEEL 
Associate Director for National Security 

end :n te rnational Affairs 
Office of Manag eme nt and Budget 

MR . JOHN H. RIXSE 
Executive Secretary 
Central Intelligence Agency 

RADM JOH!\' BJ 'I'OFF 
Executive Assistant to the Chairman 
Joint Chiefs of Staff 

90417 

SUBJECT : Agenda for NSPG Meeting on Friday, June 6, 1986 (U) 

The NSPG meeting will be held in the \.\1hite House Situation Room 
at 11:00 a .m. to 12:00 noon on Friday, June 6, 198 6, to d iscuss 
policy options for managin g US-Soviet relations for the balance 
of 1986 . An agenda for the meetin g is attached . Att endance is 
principals only . ~ 

Attachme nt 
'Tab A Aoenda 

CONF~E! 'I·IA ~ 
Dec~ify : OADR 

Rodney B. McDaniel 
E~ecutive Secretary 

DECLAS9IFrED ,,,, '·• 1,'.'~: 

'IMta!f-Guidelines,~~~ : , .. 
0, \.- NARA, Oat.e~ 



CONFI~NTIAL 
7 

AGENDA 

NSPG MEETING -- FRIDAY, JUNE 6, 1986 -- SITUATION ROOM 

1. The President reviews issues in US-Soviet relations 
which require further examination. 

2. Discussion by principals. 



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, O.C. 20506 

MEMORANDUM FOR PETER W. RODMAN 
ROBERT E. LINHARD 
STEPHEN R. SESTANOVICH 
LUCIAN S. PUGLIARES! 

FROM: JACK F. MATLOCK 

SUBJECT: Gorbachev Message 

June 2, 1986 

Upon reflection, following our meeting with the Admiral, I am 
inclined to think that a prompt, general answer to the message 
using the same device as he did -- an oral statement, might be in 
order. I would suggest something like the following: 

"The President has received the General Secretary's oral 
statement, which was delivered June 1, and welcomes the 
proposals for international cooperation in dealing with 
nuclear power plant safety. He has directed that a careful 
study be undertaken, in a positive spirit, of these 
proposals and of the overall question of international 
efforts to improve nuclear power plant safety. 

"The President also shares the General Secretary's expressed 
desire to reduce the size of nuclear arsenals and to find 
ways to move ultimately to a cessation of nuclear testing 
and the elimination of nuclear weapons. He hopes, there­
fore, that the Soviet Union will join the United States 
in serious negotiations to implement the understandings 
reached in Geneva last November and to explore ways to 
verify progressive limitations on nuclear testing, which 
would move us toward these goals." 

Note: The second paragraph may be a bit forward leaning, but it 
might stimulate some interest in Moscow. As for the timing, I 
would think that some sort of message along these lines should be 
sent ASAP. It might encourage some concrete answers to the 
previous correspondence. I would appreciate your comments. 

GONF I Di:Nll' I.h:15. 
Declassify: OADR 

DECLASSIFIED 

NLRRi,ne-rz.rt,Jz .,,30.s, 

BY k.t'I t- NARA DATEt,Ju),,o 



ACTION 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON. D.C . 20506 

MEMORANDUM FOR RODNEY M. McDANI:L 

FROM: JACK F. MATLOC~ v,J\ 
\ 

SUBJECT: NSGP Meeting -- June 6, 1986 

90417 

June 2, 1986 

Attached at Tab I is a multiple-addressee memorandum notifying 
relevant agencies of an NSPG meeting to be held on Friday, 
June 6, at 11:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon, in the Situation Room, and 
forwarding an agenda for the meeting. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the memorandum at Tab I. 

Approve 

Attachments 

Tab I Multiple-Addressee Memo 
Tab A Agenda 

CONEIPENTT-1!~ 
Declassify: OADR 

Disapprove 



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON. D.C 20506 

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. DONALD P. GREGG 
Assistant to the Vice President 

for National Security ~ffairs 

MR. NICHOLAS PLATT 
Executive Secretary 
Department of State 

MS. SHERRIE COOKSEY 
Executive Secretary 
Department of the Treasury 

COLONEL DAVID R. BROWN 
Executive Secretary 
Department of Defense 

MR. STEPHEN GALEBACH 
Senior Special Assistant 

to the Attorney General 
Department of Justice 

DR . ALTON KEEL 
Associate Director for National Security 

and International Affairs 
Office of Management and Budget 

MR. JOHN H. RIXSE 
Executive Secretary 
Central Intelligence Agency 

RADM JOHN BITOFF 
Executive Assistant to the Chairman 
Joint Chiefs of Staff 

90417 

SUBJECT : Agenda for NSPG Meeting on Friday, June 6, 1986 (U) 

The NSPG meeting will be held in the White House Situation Room 
at 11:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon on Friday, June 6, 1986, to discuss 
policy options for managing US-Soviet relations for the balance 
of 1986. An agenda for the meeting is attached. Attendance is 
principals only. ~ 

Attachment 
Tab A Agenda 

CONFI 
OADR 

Rodney B. McDaniel 
Executive Secretary 
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AGENDA 

NSPG MEETING -- FRIDAY, JUNE 6, 1986 -- SITUATION ROOM 

1. The President reviews issues in US-Soviet relations 
which require further examination . 

2. Discussion by principals. 

OADR 
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ACTION 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, O.C. 20506 

~s ~~ 
4297 

~ r~r,·4-

June 2, 1986 

MEMORANDUM FOR RODNEY B. MCDANIEL 

THRU: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

STEPHEN I. DANZANSKY r.i .i) 

LUCIAN S. PUGLIARESI 7' 
Gorbachev Statement on Nuclear Safety 

As per your request, the attached tasker (Tab I) informs the 
State Department that they should bring together today an 
interagency group to respond to the Gorabachev statement. We ask 
that State get government-wide agreement on press guidance and/or 
a Presidential statement by close of business today and work up a 
specific policy response no later than June 5. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That you transmit the attached tasker you to Nicholas Platt (by 
LOX). 

Approve 

PeteJ'.' ,.Rpdman, 
"''' ~pi#/ /44.,q 

Attachments 
Tab I 

Disapprove ----
Jack Matlock, and Bob ~ard concur. ? /.-1 '"1wt, rue 

Memo to Platt 
Tab A Gorbachev Statement 

DECLASSIFJED 
OADR By~G=~~f 



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, 0 .C. 20506 

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. NICHOLAS PLATT 
Executive Secretary 
Department of State 

4297 

SUBJECT: Statement by Genera~~~cretary Gorbachev 
on Nuclear Safety )I'' 

The attached statement by General Secretary Gorbachev outlines 
some proposals for improving the safety of current and 
prospective nuclear power plants. Given the widespread public 
interest in nuclear safety issues, it is important that a 
government-wide position on press guidance and/or a Presidential 
statement be developed by close of business today. In addition, 
we should develop a specific policy response to the Gorbachev 
proposals no later than June 5. In this regard the State 
Department should bring together today an interagency group to 
develop press guidance, a Presidential statement, and initiate 
work on a specific policy response to the Gorbachev proposals. 
(C) 

Attachment 
Tab A 

Rodney B. McDaniel 
Executive Secretary 

Gorbachev Statement 

OADR 
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In rq TV statement ot ~ 14 I addrea~ed the raa1n concluaioD& 

which, in our view, follow trom tbe CherJ10byl accident. Toda;r I 

would like to share w.ith you some ad<iitional considerations on 

this subject. 

It is quite obvioue that it is .:ieceesary as a practical 11L&t­

ter, wit bout dela,, to •tart setting up an international regime 

or safe development ot nuclear energy. Such a regi• would be 

aimed at reducing to a Illini.mum the posuibility ot peaceful atom 

harming people • .Enaurillg a reliable, safe development of nuclear 

energy should become a universal international obligation of 

. each state individllall.J' and all states taken together. 

Preliminary steps in this direction, including 1A Lt.EA, are 

already being taken. Various suggestions and propoaala are being 

iut forward by eoae states. de are carefully stud;,ing them. 

I would like to make it clear outright: we do not claia 

that we have read;y recipies. The total of 152 accidents at nu.clear 

power plants with emissions of radioactivity have al.read;, been 

registered in the world. So some states have experience in this 

.field• and it is on tu basis of that experience that an interna­

tional regime of nuclear aafety should be elaborated. 

O;t . course, the first thing that is reguired is a ayste■ of 

apeeq notification 111 case of accidents and trouble• at RP.Pa, 

when they entail emasion of radi.ation. The question o-r reoe1T1Dg 

data in case of possible deviations troa tbe levels ot the 

/'.. DEC SSlflED 

NLRR D - I 'i-if'8 31'-/ 
BY r1t0 NARA u .. JE-3 'f 



j, . 

natural backg1•0Wlds of radioactivity ia also connected with the 

s.y~tem of notification. 

It is beyond the capa:>ility of ,:iany states to manage an acci­

dent on their own. That is why, in our view, an important componen1 

of an international regime of safe development of nuclear energr 

would be a fioe-tuned intdrngtional machine17 which would ensure 

the speediest mutual assistance in ti.angerous situations. · Both 

IAEA and the VIOrld Rtaalth ::>r~anizat ion could be involved in that 

machinery. Along with the states on whose territory an accident 

has taken place, other states, if asked tor help, should take 

part in eleminating ti. consequences of the accident. 

There is also the queetion of the international legal form 

of agreements regarding the system of .!l0titica1;ion and the assia­

tancP. machinery. It woula saem chat the appropriate obligations ot .. 

states could be laid out a.nd recorded in a special international 

convention or co:iveo-cio?:l.S. ·rhe 3oviet side is currentQ" thinking 

over all these questions and will subm.it its suggestions on this 

subject with account taken of the proposals of other states. 

Som, states, ac~epting such a. solution to the problem, sugged 

that before a convention 1s concluded, already in June a decision 

be taken to set up as soon as possible within the framework of 

lAb;A a system of n.otUica .. ~.Ju in case of a nuclear accide.ot • 

.i;e11, the sooner we can ad.opt appropriate measures the better, 

eve.n if' they are going to be 0£ a pre limin.,,ry, tempor&r7 nature. 

- At -the -same tiae the--main .taslc, - in- our -view, -4.-e· 1;o J-adopt 

prevE!'ntive measures which would ensure the prevention of 



accidents. Tbat objec~ive would be ~et by providing within abort, 

feaaible periods of ~ime IJJ:.;h with information on the causes 

of accidents. Suoh intorm~tion would be studied by aPpropriate 

experts in order to help IMA member-countries to take that 

experience into account fo~ the purpose of further •oba.nci..Dg the 

safety ot nuclet1.r ene.t'gy. 

One should go even t'urther - nagel.y to develop witbin the 

framework of the Ij;:;A recommendations on the security ot atomic 

power plants,to stiffen national and, ·11here n~cessary, internati­

onal control .t'or their ap .)lication in e.11 states. One could also 

foster u.nde.r the auspices or the liLl:.A the cooperation of the 

lead.lug countries in the brea of a1;0111Lc energy_ with a view of 

creatin.1-~ an ee.:>nomical ana <iependabl~ n~w generation reactor with 

~ bet t er, compared to tne present models, level of operational 

safety. 

One also has to take into account the fact that the issue 

of muterial, moral a.ad psychological damage linked to accidents 

on UP.Ps and nuclear installations, is not internationally develope• 

to a auf!icient degree. ue are of che opinion that legal order 

should be introduced in:to this field, taat attempts to exploit 

nuclear accidents with a view to increasing international 
. : .. 

tension and distnun; amon;i; states, should be e limina- d. 

I believe that tile problem of uni:tica1iion o:t permissible level, 

of-- radiation ~xisti~ in difterent---eount-ri-es , -,warrant-a ---our--atten­

tion in all of its aspects. 



. . 
. One should not ir,no!"e a.ooth~r r ucet of nuclear security, such 

as preventi'->n ot nucleiar t ~r:-orism. ·:'he facts of intentionally 

inflicted dam.a .. ~e to some nuclear industry plants thathava occurred 

in the West, Cb.OI'.Ot but instill conc~rn. AB a matter ot tact, 

~2 oeees of such damage were re~iste r-ed in the USA from 19?4 

to 1984. In h'w.~pe, 10 a~~~cks were launched a gainst various 

nuclear installation.a l'roa ·1966 to ·1977. Failure to take ade.quate 

measures to prevent misappropriatio:i o~ highly enriched fissiona­

ble materials is also evident. And t~1.is is but a short list of opp 

rtunities that can be taksn 1>y the terrorists. \Ye believe that 

all this dictates the necessity to ·.rork out a fool-proof set of 

measures to prevent D11clear terroriso in all of its •an1:teatat1ons 

To work out an international regime of a safe nuclear energy 

deva ~opment, one could use what already is available for the 

r!J R.t t er in Vlil'ious i nter:iatt.onal organiz;ations - that is in the 

IA.8A• World H~alth 0::-ganizeti.oa, m-n:;:P, world Meteorological 

Organization and, finally, in th~ ~N. I~ is necessary to put all 

this on a firm basis of a broad international cooperation. 

Apparently, the IA.BA will be the main link of this system. Thi 

why the role and capaoili~ies of this .. ~nc;y should be strengthene c 

To do this, evidentl], its financial and material possibilities 

should be ex;,anded. rbis problem could oe solved, for exaaple, 

by ad J!e,£ mandator.r contributioa.s by all interested states-member1 

Qf the Agency. Ow, s~ould also tbink o~ creating within the IAEA 

a special :f'u.nd with a view to providing urgent assistance in the 

cases of nuclear accidents• to the countries which might be in 

need of it. 



On May 14 I ilie'"LdJ spole~ in L~vor or convening a highly autho 

ritative sp~cial in';~rnati:Jn3.l con.f~reuce in Vienna under the 

au~pices of the IMA to discuss tne wi1.0le range of these issues. 

I would further like t;o iet you ~mo1i· i;hat we are taking prac­

tical measut'es to improve tn'= •19ork of the U,..iSit ~tate Committee of 

~upervision on t:1e !:ia.f~t:, of ,'lork in. ;Ltouc ~ergy which was 

established sev~ral yaara 9.i:iO •• ,e i:1:.,end to make more active its 

ties with aµpropriate int•Jrnational or1~UC'.iZ!l.tions as well as 

similar national bocJ.es with ti.Lt, aim of exchanging experience in 

the area of ensurin,; -:;he aaftJ dev~lopm.ent of nuclear e.nergr. 

I would tlso ado., th:.:.t we ar~ •~on,.iucting a comprehensive 

analysis of the state ot· ato.:;iic ent"'!r~~e::ics, that additional 

nteasu~s to hei~hten -:;be .3l •. fet:, 01' o;>cr<1tion of tbe atomic power 
being 

plants are/worked out a.nu ~vill be take::i vrith due regard for 

conclusions .rt:sultins from the accident at the Chernobyl lfi>P. 

I woul<l. like to emph,::t::,ize once ,aore t!'lat lessons, derived 

from Lh.is acci l e:1t, s .1ould benefit ull mankind. What happe.ned 

"i. n Gher-noby l is a serious reu.i!lder of those formidable f'orces 

contained in the ener-5Y of the 9.tom. If an accident on a peaceful 

NPP brought about mis.fortune, one can imagine what tragic consequeit 

ces for the wbole ma.'llcind would follow ~·r.om tr..e use of nuclear 

wea110ris which exist sole~for the purp:>ses of destruction and 

li1J11lihi lat ion. 

Nuclear and space ~e demands 1·rom the leaders of all countri•­

of ·the would a new political ·thinking ,and new -poii-ciea.--~e 

inexorable requirements are met by our program of' complete elimina­

tion of' nuclear weapoa.a and establisment of a comprehensive system 

of international security. 



From toe mo:aent tne nucle:.1.r 9,·eapons emerged, the best minds 

have been ~ndeling ,~ow to drive tae _ nuclear jinn back into the 

bottle. However, the '1uclei=\I' a.res ro.ce grew mo1·e intense. Where 

is that key, th.s.t decisive link, the a s e of which can help to 

solve the nuclear pro~lem7Cossatial (1 nuclear tests could be 

the first practical s~ep -cowards nuclel:...I' disaro;.ament. We attach 

special ilf.i)Orta.l!ce t;o this measure, since being 

highly effective it is si:.iple fro1:1 the point or view of its 

p.r8ct i.cal ic:.t>lecentatio:l. .{oat one anould do is not to conduct 

nuclear tests - or course, under strict verification. 

'rhis measure must become a-c last a rea:ity of the international 

life. , 

Having extended its u..-iilai;eral moratorium on nuclear explo­

sions, cue .:;oviet Union has in fnct re!lOunced conducting them tor 

a \\'hole yeo...-.:-. we beli1,ve 1; :tat such a long period of time should 

be more the.n eu.f:'icient for t;he American side to evaluate tbe si­

tuation in an all-rowid manner and to take reciprocal steps which 

would make i t ~Os$1b~e to terminate nuclear testing on a bilateral 

basis. 

Given the urgent na~ure of the is .Jue of s-:;opping nuclear test: 

I have again . reaffir.::it3d my proposal to President Reagan that we 

hold witbout delay a meeting and come to agreement with regard to 

a ban on nuclear tests. 

Both th.ese tasks - ensuri!:l.g the sat"ety or peacef\.il. uses o~ 

atomic energy and ridding our planet of nuclear weapons - require 

~road international interact ion, joint efforts of all states and, 



\ lJ 'I• 

above all, the i~ter~ation3l organizations aealing with nuclear 

issum and pub lie ..;roups wLich at"e interested in creating a comP­

rehenaive and depend.able sys~em of international security. It 

is a matter for all states taken tor,ether, as well as tor each eta~ 

te indi vidug.lly. We 11rge you to make your contribution to t;his 

important endeavor wiloee r·ea~ization is required by the interests 

of preserving human civilization. 



G/v ~L - ">u-,7~ f\ 
. -,-JJ...A, 

HOOVER INSTITUTlt t4-v-j ~~-
oN WAR, REVOLUTION AND PEACE ~ 
Sra.nfi>rd, California 94~05-6010 

The Honorable George P. Shultz 
Secretary of State 
2201 C Street 
Washington, D.C . 20520 

Dear George: 

May 20, 

'J//4%,L 

This letter concerns proposed cooperation between the 
United States and the Soviet Union on controlled fusion in 
which the working material is confined by magnetic fields . 
The short expression "magnetic fusion" is sometimes applied . 

The relevant material was declassified in 1958 and world­
wide exchange of information has proven useful ever since. 
There is not , and I believe there should not be, any objection 
to the proposed cooperation from the point of view of secrecy. 

Cooperation is partially in effect and partially in the 
state of discussion with other countries . I would in general 
prefer international cooperation with the Soviet Union included. 

The practical and economic importance of magnetic fusion 
does not appear to be great . The theoretical and scientific 
importance is significant . One practical application of 
magnetic fusion is, however , quite hopeful. This is the 
fusion-fission hybrid . 

The fusion-fission hybrid is an energy sourc e which relies 
on fusion for generating neutrons and for fission for the main 
part of energy production . Practical results may be possible 
by the turn of the century . This energy source would be ex­
tremely safe . In view of Chernobyl, this ap~roach could be 
most interesting to the Russians. 

Actually, the Soviet Union has done more than any other 
nation in developing the fusion-fission hybrid. It is a su0-
ject of particular interest to Evgenii Velikhov, who acts as 
the science advisor to Gorbachev . 
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\ HOOVER INSTITUTION 
ON WAR, REVOLUTION AND PEACE 

Stanford, California 94305-6010 

The Honorable George P. Shultz 
Secretary of State 
2201 C Street 
Washington, D.C. 20520 

Dear George: 

May 2 () , 19 8 6 

This letter concerns proposed cooperation between the 
United States and the Soviet Union on controlled fusion in 
which the working material is confined by magnetic fields. 
The short expression "magnetic fusion" is sometimes applied. 

The relevant material was declassified in 1958 and world­
wide exchange of information has proven useful ever since. 
There is not, and I believe there should not be, any objection 
to the proposed cooperation from the point of view of secrecy. 

Cooperation is partially in effect and partially in the 
state of discussion with other countries. I would in general 
prefer international cooperation with the Soviet Union included. 

The practical and economic importance of magnetic fusion 
does not appear to be great. The theoretical and scientific 
importance is significant. One practical application of 
magnetic fusion is , however, quite hopeful. This is the 
fusion-fission hybrid. 

The fusion-fission hybrid is an energy source which relies 
on fusion for generating neutrons and for fission for the main 
part of energy production. Practical results may be possible 
by the turn of the century. This energy source would be ex­
tremely safe. In view of Chernobyl, this approach could be 
most interesting to the Russians. 

Actually, the Soviet Union has done more than any other 
nation in developing the fusion-fission hybrid. It is a suh­
ject of particular interest to Evg e nii Velikhov, who acts as 
the science advisor to Gorbachev. 
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The Honorable George P. Shultz 
May 20, 1986 

page 2 

A further Russian whose name should be mentioned in this 
connection is Andrei Sakharov. His early suggestions on con­
trolled fusion are important and I know from his wife, Yelena 
Bonner, that he continues to be highly interested in the topic. 
He is now exiled to Gorky where it is hardly practical for him 
to do scientific work. His return to Moscow and his partici­
pation in the work would make it scientifically and personally 
much more attractive to scientists all over the world to par­
ticipate in the work. To ask that he may be permitted freely 
to travel outside the Soviet Union may not be practical, but 
his return to Moscow and his active participation might be a 
realistic possibility. Such a move would be highly welcomed 
by scientists in the free world. 

If you could find a way in which these messages could be 
conveyed, some progress in international understanding could 
be achieved. 

Sincerely, 

Edward Te ll e r 

ET:pf 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 

UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY 

WEST POINT. NEW YORK 10996 

RE PLY TO 

A TT E NT I ON O F 

Science Research Laboratory 

Ambassador Jack Matlock 
National Security Council 
Old Executive Office Building 
Room #368 
Washington, DC 20506 

Dear Jack: 

May 27, 1986 

Here is Edward's letter on fusion cooperation with the Soviets. It was 
impossible to keep him from riding not one but two of his hobby-horses (the 
hybrid and Sakharov), but the operative sentence for you is there (second 
paragraph). 

Best, -:½~-
THOMAS H. JOHNSON 
Director, Science Research Laboratory 
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CONFIOENTf Af:-
THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASH I NG T O N 

June 2, 1986 

WITH CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHMENT 

I. PURPOSE 

LUNCHEON MEETING WITH THE PRESIDENT 
DATE: June 6, 1986 

LOCATION: The President's Study 
TIME: 11:45 a.m. - 1:15 p.m. 1 
FROM: JOHN M. POINDEXTER ~ 

I 

To follow up on their meeting of May 20. 

II. BACKGROUND 

4213 

The President and Mrs. Massie have met on several occasions 
to discuss internal developments in the Soviet Union and 
u.s.-soviet relations. 

III. PARTICIPANTS 

The President 
The First Lady 
Donald T. Regan 
John M. Poindexter 
Suzanne Massie 

IV. PRESS PLAN 

None; staff photographer only. 

v. SEQUENCE OF EVENTS 

Welcome Massie and initiate informal discussion of 
u.s.-soviet relations. 

Prepared by: 
Jack F. Matlock 

Attachment: 

Tab A Talking Points (CONFIDENTIAL) 

UNCLASSIFIED 
WITH CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHMENT 

UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL _;: mmtIDmAL 
Of CLASSIFIED ENCLOSU~ 

9-(fr,(o5' 

cc First Lady 
Vice President 
Don Regan 
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TALKING POINTS 

Nancy and I appreciate this chance to follow up on our 

earlier conversation. 

We are particularly interested in your ideas on the growing 

influence o f religion and Russian nationalism in the USSR. 

How do you think this trend will effect Soviet society and 

government policy over the coming years? What should our 

reaction be? 

Any pointers on how to deal with the Russian nationalist 

streak in Gorbachev (if there is one)? 

What sort of things should we stress in our exchange 

programs? 

-60~1F IBE!i'3?IAL 

Declassify on: OADR 

CONFIDENTIAL 

/ DECLASSIFIED 

A NI.RR r>oi- 11:§/ i-- 4t J 3o7 

BY !(ML; HARADA~_<> 
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WASHINGTON, O.C. 20506 
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SIGNED 

UNCLASSIFIED 
WITH CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHMENT 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR 

FROM: 

May 28, 1986 

SUBJECT: 

JOHN M. POIND~XT 

JACK F. MATLOC 

President's L ch with Suzanne Massie, June 6, 
1986, 11:45 a.m. - 1:15 p.m. 

The President and First Lady will have lunch with Suzanne Massie 
as a follow up to their May 20 meeting. 

!Ji\ (.... 
John~enan Miller concurs. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the Me~1 ing Memorandum at Tab I. 

Approve 1~ · Disapprove _____ _ 

Attachments: 

Tab I Meeting Memorandum 
Tab A Talking Points (CONFIDENTIAL) 

Tab II Clearance List 

UNCLASSIFIED 
WITH CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHMENT UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL 

OF CLASSIFIED ENCLOSUR~ 

;t,~J' 

-~ 



To : Otf ii:;er-in-charge 
Appo intments Center 
Room 060, OEOB 

REQUEST FOR APPOINTMENTS 

Friday, June 6 86 
Please adm it the following appointments on ___________________ , 19 __ _ 

THE PRESIDENT for _ _______________ -,-_____ of _____ ___ ____ _ 
INAM E O F P ERS ON TO BE VI S I TE D I IA GE NCYI 

PARTICIPANTS 

The F i rst Lady 
Donald T. Regan 
John M. Poindexter 
Suzanne Massie 

MEETING LOCATION 

Building __ W_ E_S_T __ W_I_N_ G ____ _ Requested by _ J_a_c_k __ F_._ M_ a_t_l_o_c_k ____ _ 

Room No. The President's Study Room No __ 3_6_8 _ _ Telephone __ 5_1_1_2 ___ _ 

Time of Meeting ll: 45-l:l5 PM Date of request _ _ .Ma---'y"--_3_0..:...,_1_9_8_6 _ ___ _ _ _ 

Add it ions and /o r changes made by telephone should be lim ited to f ive (5) names or less. 

APPOINTMENTS CENTER: SIG/OEOB - 395-6046 or WHITE HOUSE - 456-6741 

UNITED STATES SECRET SERVICE SSF 2037 (03-81 ) 
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NSC/S APPROVAL . . 
REMARKS . . 

Cl Copy 01 Ori9inal J'I J'U 11 lhollld lee 

C/K1 copr Hanel O.livend C/TI Contacted via Pbone 
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- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0 2 / l 7 4 3 Z 

INFO SSl-01 SARN-01 PM-01 SP-01 CIA-01 NSC-01 / 006 AS 
S/ P EO SOLOMON ; S/S PASS CIA EO DCI & NSC EO MCDANIEL FOR 
POINDEXTER VIA COURIER 
ADD IT I ONAL DI STR I BUT I ON PER SIS . NPLATT , 6/2 / 86 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0 2 / l 2 5 l Z 

ACTION OFFICE EUR-01 
INFO SW0 - 01 SS0-01 SSS-01 SSl-01 SS-04 S-02 D-01 P-01 INR - 01 

CATB-01 /015 AS GMT 
INR-EYES ONLY ABRAMOWITZ 

EXSEC 
DEPEXSEC 

DIST AUTH BY READ BY DI STR I BU TED BY 

(S /S- I) 

DATE I T I ME 

REPEATED TO _ _ _____ _________ _________ _ 
BY __________ ___ _ DATE / TI ME 

SENSITIVE 
THE ATTACHED DOCUMENT MAY BE SEEN ONLY BY THE ADDRESSEE AND . If NOT 
EXPRESSLY PRECLUDED , BY THOSE OFFICIALS UNDER HIS AUTHORITY WHOM HE 
CONSIDERS TO HAVE A CLEAR - CUT " NEED TO KNOW. " IT MAY NOT BE 
REPRODUCED . GI VEN ADD IT I ONAL DI STR I BUT I ON . OR DISCUSSED WI TH 
NON - RECIPIENTS WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL Of THE EXECUTIVE SECRET ARIA T. 

ADDRESSEES OUTSIDE THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE SHOULD HANDLE THE DOCUMENT 
IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE ABOVE INSTRUCTIONS AND WITH CURRENT DEPARTMENT 
OF STATE INSTRUCTIONS ON NODIS . 

WHEN THIS DOCUMENT IS NO LONGER NEEDED . THE RECIPIENT IS RESPON SIBLE 
FOR SUPERVISING ITS DESTRUCTION AND FOR MAIL ING A RECORD Of THAT 
DESTRUCTION TO THE DIRECTOR . S/ S- 1. ROOM 7241 . TEL . 632-2976 . 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 
DEPARTMENT Of STATE 

- CONF I BENT I AL >.... 
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ACTION NODS-00 

INFO LOG - 00 ADS-00 /000 W 
------------- - - - --000603 0212412 / 50 44 

0 0212192 JUN 86 2FF4 

FM AMEMBASSY MOSCOW 

TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 5571 

8 8 N ~ I 8 E NT I AL MOSCOW 09279 

NODIS 

£. 0. 12356 : DECL : OADR 

TAGS : PREL , UR , US 

SUBJECT: DOBRYNIN-STOESSEL MEETING , MAY 30 , 1986 

1. CONFIDENT I AL - ENTIRE TEXT . 

SUMMARY AND INTRODUCTION 

2. CH I E F OF THE CENTRAL CO MM I T TEE ' S I N TERN AT I ON AL 

DEPARTMENT AND CC SECRETARY ANATOLIY DOBRYNIN 

RECEIVED AMBASSADOR WALTER STOESSEL (RET.) 

MAY 30 FOR AN HOUR ' S DISCUSSION OF DOBRYNIN'S 

NEW JOB AND U. S. - SOVIET RELATIONS . ONLY 

DOBRYNIN AND STOESSEL (WHO BRIEFED US LATER 

TH A. T DAY ) WERE PRES E NT. DOBRY N I N WAS CR I T I CAL 

OF THE PRESIDENT'S DECISION ON SALT 

RESTRAINTS , PESSIMISTIC AB 

DID NOT TOTA A 

1986 RE AGAN - GORBACHEV MEEil~G . HE ARGUED THAT 
f T WAS UP TO THE U.S . TO COME UP WI TH SUBSTANTIVE 
AREAS OF AGREEMENT THAT WOULD MAKE A SUMMIT 

POSSIBLE . END SUMMARY AND INTRODUCTION. 

DOBRYNIN ' S NEW JOB 

S/S-0 
INCOMIN 

NOD3 30 

) DECLASSIFIED 
NLRR . - ~h55 

£0NFIDENTIAL BY uJ 
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Depart111enrof State 

3. DOBRYNIN SAID HIS CENTRAL COMMITTEE DEPARTMENT 

WAS NOT COMPARABLE TO THE NSC. ALTHOUGH HE WAS 

RESPONSIBLE FOR "ALL FOREIGN POLICY QUESTIONS ." 

FOR THE SOVIET UNION'S "GLOBAL" FOREIGN POLICY. 

HE SAID HIS STAFF WOULD TOTAL ABOUT 200 ANO 

THAT HE WAS TRYING TO RECRUIT " GOOD PEOPLE ." 

PARTICULARLY THOSE WHO HAD HAO PRACTICAL 

EXPERIENCE IN FOREIGN AFFAIRS . HE WAS THUS 

PLEASED TO HAVE KORNIYENKO AS ONE OF HIS DEPUTIES . 

OF COURSE . OOBRYNIN ADDED . HE HAD CLOSE FRIENDS 

SUCH AS VORONTSOV AND BESSMERTNYKH IN THE 

FOREIGN MINISTRY . 

PRESIDENT ' S DECISION ON SALT II 

4. SPEAKING IN A RELATIVELY . LOW KEY . · DOBRYNIN 

SAID THE PRESIDENT'S JUST - ANNOUNCED DECISION 

ON INTERIM RESTRAINTS OBVIOUSLY WAS NOT A 

HELPFUL STEP. IT WAS "REGARDED HERE AS VERY 

SE R I OU S. " AN OFF I C I AL SO V I ET RE SP ON SE WOULD 

BE MADE VERY SHORTLY .' HOW. DOBRYNIN ASKED , 

COULD THE U. S. EXPECT GORBACHEV TO COME TO 

THE UNITED STATES IN THE FALL. JUST AT THE TIME 

WHEN THE U. S. WO UL D E X CE ED THE SAL T I I L I MI TS? 

THIS WOULD BE "ALMOST IMPOSSIBLE . " 

5. STOESSEL UNDERSCORED THE ADMINISTRATION ' S 

CONCERN OVER THE LACK OF SOVIET COMPLIANCE 

ON SUCH MATTERS AS THE KRASNOYARSK RADAR . THE 

SECOND "NEW TYPE" OF STRATEGIC MISSILE . AND 
TELEMETRY ENCRYPTION . DOBRYNIN SAID WE HAD 

DISCUSSED THESE ISSUES AT GREAT LENGTH IN THE 

sec AND WERE STILL TALKING ABOUT THEM . IN 

MOSCOW'S MIND . THEY WERE INSUFFICIENT TO "BLOW 

UP " THE SALT TREATY . THE DECISION WAS "DIFFICULT 

- CONF HlHH I AL 

0\ S/S-0 
INCOMIN 

NOD3 30 
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TO UNDERSTAND , UNFORTUNATE. " 

00 OF 03 0212392 
IN LIGHT OF 

THE CURRENT SITUATION , DOBRYNIN SAID HE "COULD 
NOT BE ENCOURAGING" ABOUT A SUMMIT. 

SHULTZ-SHEVARDNADZE MEETING 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
6. STOESSEL EXPRESSED HIS VIEW THAT SHEVARDNADZE 
ANO SHULTZ SHOULD MEET IN ORDER TO PROVIDE 
A FOCUS FOR OUR RESPECTIVE BUREAUCRACIES. 
THEY HAVE MET BEFORE . DOBRYNIN RESPONDED. 
SHULTZ REVIEWS EVERYTHING , FROM A TO Z. 
THERE IS NO FOCUS ON POSSIBLE AG 
YOU HAVE REJECTED OUR PROPOSALS ; WE "NEED TO 
F EE L " WH AT Y OU BE L I E VE SH OU L D B E G I VE N PR I OR I T Y . 
DOBRYNIN AND HIS STAFF WERE LOOKING FOR AREAS 
OF AGREEMENT , AS WAS THE MFA , BUT "WE FEEL 
STUMPED." BETTER PRIVATE COMMUNICATION WAS 
~ PERHAPS DIRECTLY BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT 
AND GORBACHEV . PERHAPS BETWEEN SHULTZ AND THE 
SOVIET CHARGE . PERHAPS SOME OTHER CHANNEL. 
SUCH COMMUNICATIONS COULD BE CARRIED OUT 
I N ST R I C T C ON F I D E NC E . G I VE U S ONE OR TWO 
SUBSTANTIVE POINTS OF AGREEMENT . SAID DOBRYNIN . 
THEN IT WOULD BE POSSIBLE FOR SHULTZ ANO 
SHEVARDNADZE TO MEET . 

7. STOESSEL COMMENTED THAT IT SOUNDED AS IF 
THE SO V I ET S I DE WE RE SE TT I NG PRE CON D I T I ON S. 

NO . SAID DOBRYNIN . IT WAS JUST THAT HIS 
APPROACH MADE GOOD SENSE. STOESSEL SUGGESTED 
THAT SHULTZ AND SHEVARDNADZE MIGHT HOLD AN 
INITIAL PLANNING SESSION . THEN FOLLOW UP WITH 
A MORE FOCUSED MEETING . DOBRYNIN REJECTED 

THIS AS INSUFFICIENT . 

'>f S/S-0 - INCOMIN 

C06 / 06 003004 NOD330 
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POSSIBLE SUBSTANCE FOR A SUMMIT : INF , TESTING 

8. STOESSEL THOUGHT THE INF AREA MIGHT BE WORTH 

PURSUING. DOBRYNIN SAID THE SOVIET SIDE HAD 

MADE GREAT CONCESSIONS REGARDING FRENCH AND 

BRITISH SYSTEMS BUT COULD NOT AGREE TO INF 

REDUCTIONS UNTIL THE FRENCH AND UK SYSTEMS 

WERE CONSTRAINED . 

9. DOBRYNIN THOUGHT THE ISSUE OF A NUCLEAR TEST 

BAN SHOULD BE CONSIDERED. THERE WAS "NO LOGICAL 

REASON " AGAINST TH IS SOVIET PROPOSAL. THE 

NECESSARY TECHNOLOGY FOR VERIFICATION ALREADY 

EXISTED. STOESSEL SAID THE SOVIET SIDE SHOULD 

UNDERSTAND THAT FROM THE U.S . POINT OF VIEW 

THIS WAS NOT PROMISING. WE FELT IT MORE 

REAL I ST IC TO WORK TOWARD RATIFICATION OF THE 

PNET AND TTBT TREATIES . THE U. S. SEES A 

R AT I ON AL E F OR CON T I NU E D T E S T I NG ; WE T H E R E F OR E 

SHOULD START WITH SMALL STEPS. DOBRYNIN SAID 

THE TREATIES WERE FINE AS THEY HAD BEEN 

NEGOTIATED AND INITIALED . THEY SHOULD BE PUT 

INTO FORCE . THEN ASSESSED AFTER A YEAR OR SO . 

10 . STOESSEL NOTED THAT WITH DOBRYNIN' S LONG 

EXPERIENCE IN THE UNITED STATES , HE SHOULD 

UNDERSTAND THAT WHEN GORBACHEV MAKES SWEEPING 

ARMS CONTROL PROPOSALS VIA THE PUBLIC MEDIA , 

WASHINGTON TENDS TO DISMISS THEM AS PROPAGANDA . 

DOBRYNIN VIGOROUSLY DENIED THAT GORBACHEV' S 

INITIATIVES WERE PROPAGANDISTIC . CLAIMING 

THAT THE GENERAL SECRETARY HAD MASTERED THE 

DETAILS OF ARMS CONTROL , UNDERSTOOD ALL 
THE NUANCES , AND WAS SERIOUS ABOUT MAKING PROGRESS . 

BESIDES , DOBRYNIN CONTINUED , THE SAME CHARGE 

COULD BE MADE AGAINST THE U.S. WHEN THE U.S. 
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ANSWERED SOVIET PROPOSALS ABOUT A TEST MORATORIUM 

WITH THE SUGGESTION THAT THE SOVIETS SEND 

OBSERVERS TO WITNESS AU . S. TEST , IT SEEMED 

CLEAR THE U.S . DID SO FOR PROPAGANDA REASONS. 

GORBACHEV PERSONALLY HAD BEEN BAFFLED BY THIS 

U. S. PROPOSAL AND COULD NOT SEE THE RATIONALE 

FOR IT . SOVIET SCIENTISTS DID NOT HAVE TO BE 

PRESENT TO VERIFY U. S. TESTS ; THEY COULD 

ALREADY DO SO , INCLUDING LOW-YIELD . UNANNOUNCED 

TESTS . DOBRYNIN STRESSED THAT THE SOVIETS 

HAD SUGGESTED ONLY "RESUMPTION " OF NEGOTIATIONS 

ABOUT A POSSIBLE TEST BAN AND THOUGHT THIS 

SHOULD BE ACCEPTABLE TO THE U. S. SIDE. 

OTHER ISSUES 

11 . DOBRY N I N SA I D THE SO V I E T S I DE WOULD BE . 

WILL ING TO TALK ABOUT " ANYTHING" AT THE NEXT 

SUMMIT . INCLUDING AFGHANISTAN AND OTHER 

REGIONAL PROBLEMS. HE REFERRED TO THE 

VARIOUS BILATERAL REGIONAL TALKS AS WORTHWHILE . 

THE SOVIET SIDE FAVORED THEIR CONTINUATION , HE 

SAID. 

12. DOBRYNIN MENTIONED THE U.S. " VETO " OF A 

FINAL DOCUMENT AT THE BERN CSCE MEETING . CLAIMING 

THIS WAS ANOTHER LINK IN A CHAIN OF DISTURBING 

U. S. ACTI ONS . HE SAID HE DOUBTED THAT THE -RIGID . JNILATERAL U. S. POSITION AT BERN 

WOULD BE HELPFUL IN WORKING ON HUMAN RIGHTS 

PROBLEMS IN THE FUTURE . STOESSEL I ND I CAT ED 

IT WAS SILLY TO THINK THERE WAS A U.S. PLOT 

TO FORGE A CHAIN OF HOST I LE ACTIONS . SUCH 

MATTERS WERE UNRELATED AND STEMMED FROM 

CASE - BY-CASE DECISION MAKING . DOBRYNIN COMMENTED 

THAT EVEN SO . THESE DECISIONS MADE A "BIG PILE " 
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AND WERE ALL ANTI-SOVIET. (DOBRYNIN DID NOT 
MENTION THE LIBYA RAID OR SDI IN THIS CONTEXT.) 

STOESSEL ' S IMPRESSIONS 

13 . STOESSEL FELT THAT DOBRYNIN WAS HIS USUAL 
JOVIAL SELF , IN GOOD PHYSICAL SHAPE AND PLEASED 
WITH HIS NEW POSITION . STOESSEL ALSO FELT 
DOBRYNIN SEEMED GENUINELY DISCOMFORTED OVER 

THE DIFFICULTY OF FINDING AREAS OF SUBSTANTIVE 
AGREEMENT FOR THE NEXT SUMMIT. HE REPORTED 

DOBRYNIN AS SAYING HE WAS NOT ONE WHO FELT 

THE SOVIET UNION COULD NOT DEAL WITH THE 
REAGAN ADMINISTRATION . DOBRYNIN SAID HE WAS 

FOR A SUMMIT BUT DID NOT SEE IT HAPPENING 

C06 / 06 003004 

UNLESS " SOME TH I NG CHANGES . " GI VEN THE UPCOMING (1988) 

U. S. PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN , DOBRYNIN NOTED . 
" THE TIME TO DEAL" WAS GROWING SHORT . 
CO MB S 

SIS-0 
INCOMIN 
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Gm iFIQEH'PIM, 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, DC. 20506 

June 3, 1986 

90417 

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. DONALD P . GREGG 

SUBJECT : 

Assistant to the Vice President 
for National Security Affairs 

MR . NICHOLAS PLATT 
Executive Secretary 
Department of State 

MS . SHERRIE COOKSEY 
Executive Secretary 
Department of the Treasury 

COLONEL JAMES F . LEMON 
Executive Secretary 
Department of Defense 

MR . JOHN N. RICHARDSON 
Senior Special Assistant 

to the Attorney General 
Department of Justice 

DR . PHIL DuSAULT 
Associate Director for National Security 

and International Affairs 
Office of Management and Budget 

MR . JOHN H. RIXSE 
Executive Secretary 
Central Intelligence Agency 

RADM JOHN BITOFF 
Executive Assistant to the Chairman 
Joint Chiefs of Staff 

Agenda for NSPG Meeting on Friday , June 6 , 1986 (U) 

The NSPG meeting will be held in the White House Situation Room 
at 11:00 a.m . to 12:00 noon on Friday , June 6, 1986 , to discuss 
policy options for managing US-Soviet relations for the balance 
of 1986 . An agenda for the meeting is attached . Attendance is 
principals only. (C) 

Attachment 
Tab A Agenda 

C6MFIEJEWfIAI:5 
Declassify: OADR 

Rodney B. McDaniel 
Executive Secretary 

DECLASSIFIED 
Sec.3A{b), E.O. 12958, as amended 

White House Guidelines, Sept. 11, 2006 
BY~ DATEt, (Zc1 (IQ . .. 
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MEMORANDUM FOR 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

JOHN M. POINDEx:/11.).,{ 

JACK F. MATLOC 

NSPG Meeting 

- June 4, 1986 

Friday, June 6 -- 11:00 a.m. 

Attached at Tab I is a memorandum for the President forwarding an 
agenda and a list of participants for the NSPG meeting scheduled 
on Friday, June 6, at 11:00 a.m., in the Situation Room. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the memorandum at Tab I. 

Approve 

Attachments 

Tab I Memo for Pres 
Tab A Agenda 
Tab B List of Participants 

l3y. · ·01· 

~ 
Declassify: OADR 

Disapprove 

OECLASS!;JEO 
J e Gutd~lln1::s, At•r,u 
-- NARA, Dute 

- . -~ 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTO N 

MEETING WITH NATIONAL SECURITY PLANNING GROUP 

DATE : 
LOCATION: 

TIME : 

FROM : 

I . PURPOSE 

June 6 , 19 86 
S ituation Room 
11 :00 a . m. - 12 : 00 noon 

JOHN M. POINDEXTER 

To discuss policy options for managing US-Soviet relations 
for the balance of 1986 . 

II . BACKGROUND 

Given the Soviet delay in setting a date for Gorbachev ' s 
visit to the US and the active Soviet propaganda campaign , 
it is timely to review ou r strategy i n dealing with the 
Soviet Union over the corning months . 

III . PARTICIPANTS 

List of participants is at Tab B. 

IV. PRESS PLAN 

None 

V. SEQUENCE OF EVENTS 

You would lead off by outlining your views on the work to be 
done in developing a strategy, after which you would invite 
the comments of the participants . 

Attachments : 
Tab A Agenda 
Tab B List of Participants 

-SBCRH'f' ' 
Declassify : OADR 

Prepared b y : 
Jack F . Matlock 

Ot.CLAS IFI ·o 
NLr" 
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r~~-~m r:,ff E 3/J.0[1:> 



SYSTEM II 
90422 

NATIONAL SECURITY PLANNING GROUP MEETING 
Friday, June 6, 1986 

White House Situation Room 
11:00 a.m. - 12:00 noon 

US-Soviet Relations 

Agenda 

1. The President reviews issues in US-Soviet relations 
which require further examination. 

2. Discussion by principals. 

-SECRE':P­
Declassify: OADR 

DECLASSIFIED 

NL R PD{e / t l:ikf ~$pt/ 
BY /L/JJ IARA TE~ 
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PARTICIPANTS 

The Vice President 

The Secretary of State 

The Secretary of the Treasury 

The Secretary of Defense 

The Attorney General 

SYSTEM II 
90422 

Director, Office of Management and Budget 

Director, Central Intelligence Agency 

Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff 



MEMORANDUM FOR 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506 

JOHN M. POINDE~ 
/ l}...,{ 

JACK F. MATLOC 

NSPG Meeting 
Friday, June 6 -- 11:00 a.m. 

SYSTEM II 
90422 

June 4, 1986 

Attached at Tab I is a memorandum for the President forwarding an 
agenda and a list of participants for the NSPG meeting scheduled 
on Friday, June 6, at 11:00 a.m., in the Situation Room. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the memorandum at Tab I. 

Approve Disapprove 

Attachments 

Tab I Memo for Pres 
Tab A Agenda 
Tab B List of Participants 

_ r:seRE'i' -
Declassify: OADR 

DECLASSIFIED 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

~~l I) 
SYSTEM II 
90422 

MEETING WITH NATIONAL SECURITY PLANNING GROUP 

DATE: 
LOCATION: 

TIME: 

FROM: 

I. PURPOSE 

June 6, 1986 
Situation Room 
11:00 a.m. - 12:00 noon 

JOHN M. POINDEXTER 

To discuss policy options for managing US-Soviet relations 
for the balance of 1986. 

II. BACKGROUND 

Given the Soviet delay in setting a date for Gorbachev's 
visit to the US and the active Soviet propaganda campaign, 
it is timely to review our strategy in dealing with the 
Soviet Union over the coming months. 

III. PARTICIPANTS 

List of participants is at Tab B. 

IV. PRESS PLAN 

None 

V. SEQUENCE OF EVENTS 

You would lead off by outlining your views on the work to be 
done in developing a strategy, after which you would invite 
the comments of the participants. 

Attachments: 
Tab A Agenda 
Tab B List of Participants 

Declassify: OADR 

Prepared by: 
Jack F. Matlock 

DECLASSIFIED 

NLRRf o~--1 l'-tl:f!-83/0 
BY VV NARl~ Dttrr:3/Jo it~ 



SYSTEM II 
90422 

SE¢( .. 

NATIONAL SECURITY PLANNING GROUP MEETING 
Friday, June 6, 1986 

White House Situation Room 
11:00 a.m. - 12:00 noon 

US-Soviet Relations 

Agenda 

1. The President reviews issues in US-Soviet relations 
which require further examination . 

2. Discussion by principals. 

-SECRB'l' 
Declassify: OADR 

Dt:CLASSIFIED 

NLRR Fo l "tn3ll 
av &J r~t~rt1.d4it~~·:: 3~1>lt~ 



PARTICIPANTS 

The Vice President 

The Secretary of State 

The Secretary of the Treasury 

The Secretary of Defense 

The Attorney General 

SYSTEM II 
90422 

Director, Office of Management and Budget 

Director, Central Intelligence Agency 

Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff 



MEMORANDUM FOR 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506 

JOHN M. POINDEf 
I ~ 

JACK F. MATLOC 

NSPG Meeting 
Friday, June 6 -- 11:00 a.m. 

SYSTEM II 
90422 

June 4, 1986 

Attached at Tab I is a memorandum for the President forwarding an 
agenda and a list of participants for the NSPG meeting scheduled 
on Friday, June 6, at 11:00 a.m., in the Situation Room. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the memorandum at Tab I. 

Approve 

Attachments 

Tab I Memo for Pres 
Tab A Agenda 
Tab B List of Participants 

p,eeREf 
Declassify: OADR 

f 

By. 

Disapprove 
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MEETING WITH NATIONAL SECURITY PLANNING GROUP 

DATE: 
LOCATION: 

TIME: 

FROM: 

I. PURPOSE 

June 6, 1986 
Situation Room 
11:00 a.m. - 12:00 noon 

JOHN M. POINDEXTER 

To discuss policy options for managing US-Soviet relations 
for the balance of 1986. 

II. BACKGROUND 

Given the Soviet delay in setting a date for Gorbachev's 
visit to the US and the active Soviet propaganda campaign, 
it is timely to review our strategy in dealing with the 
Soviet Union over the coming months . 

III . PARTICIPANTS 

List of participants is at Tab B. 

IV. PRESS PLAN 

None 

V. SEQUENCE OF EVENTS 

You would lead off by outlining your views on the work to be 
done in developing a strategy, after which you would invite 
the comments of the participants. 

Attachments: 
Tab A Agenda 
Tab B List of Participants 

SECRE'f 
Declassify: OADR 

Prepared by: 
Jack F. Matlock 

DECLASSIFIED 

NLRR F-o~-- u:tk 1r~31~ 
BY (l.JJ) ~f.C1Rt~ ot:rE?J.~ [13 
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EXECUTIVE SECRETARIAT STAFFING DOCU ENT 
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SYSTiM LOG NUMBER: 4290 
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FYI 

O O Burghardt 

O O Cannistraro 

O O Childress 

0 0 Cobb 

O O Covey 

,X. D Oanza_nsky 

D ~ deGraffenreid 

O O Djerejian 

O O Oobriansky 

O O Donley 

0 D Douglass 

O O Grimes 

O O Hughes 

DO Kraemer 

O O Laux 

0 D Lenczowski 

INF-ORMA TION O McDaniel 

~man 

O Prepare Memo McDaniel to Chew 

O Prepare Memo McDaniel to Elliott 

---

U-----
O Poindexter (advance) 0 Fortier (advance) 

COMMENTS ·· ~ DECLASSIFIED 
~ NLRR FD - ~8'3/3 

BY IIAJ NARA DAT~ j ~ 

Return to · Secretariat 
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

JUI!e 5' 1986 

NOTE FOR KARNA SMALL 

FROM: JACK MATLOCK 

SUBJ: News Conference Materials 

Please find attached my comments 
and re-writes . 

cc: Bob Linhard 
John Douglass 
Mike Donley 
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- _ .. ,·. NOTE 

FROM: 

SUBJ: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 5, 1986 

Tc:LJACK MATL~ J 
BOB LINHA 
JOHN DOUGLASS/ 
MIKE DON LE~)(/ 
KARNA SMAL1, 

News conference materials 

May I have yur urgent clearance/ 
re - write of attached talking poi nts 
to be submitted to the President 
for his upcoming news conference. 

You will note we have inputs from 
BOTH State and Defen se ... please decide 
which page you want to use on each 
issue -- incorporate other comments 
as appropriate, cut and paste or 
whatever you wish and tube back to 
me. We will retype. (It would be 
terrific if you could talk to 
eachother on this, though - so I 
don't receive three different 
mark-ups and have to decide which 
to use). 

Sorry for quick turn-around--we need 
these BEFORE LUNCH TODAY ... but we 
just received the material. 

Many thanks . 
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NOTE 

FROM: 

SUBJ: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 5, 1986 

TCV::AcK MATL§:p 
BOB LIN HAR 
JOHN DOUGLASS/ 
MIKE DONLE~lV 
KARNA SMAL.y 

News conference materials 

May I have yur urgent clearance/ 
re-write of attached talking points 
to be submitted to the President 
for his upcoming news conference . 

You will note we have inputs from 
BOTH State and Defense ... please decide 
which page you want to use on each 
issue -- incorporate other comments 
as appropriate, cut and paste or 
whatever you wish and tube back to 
me . We will retype. (It would be 
terrific if you could talk to 
eachother on this, though - so I 
don't receive three different 
mark-ups and have to decide which 
to use) . 

Sorry for quick turn-around--we need 
these BEFORE LUNCH TODAY ... but we 
just received the material . 

Many thanks. 

·-· ,. 

I· 

;~~~ .. ~ .. ~::.:, 
!~.:~·. -:~'. : .. 
; ·;..,_-:-• ._,-· 

.?:~: .. /:. 
:".':-:~·;:-~~: 
_·; . .; ... 



U.S.-SOVIET 

What are the prospects for a u.s.-soviet Summit this year? 

o At our Summit last year, I invited General Secretary 
Gorbachev to visit the U.S. in 1986 and he accepted. That 
invitation stands without preconditions. 

-- The two of us made progress at Geneva last November and 
there's more to be made if the Soviets are ready. We 
certainly are. 

SALT II: Does the Interim Restraint decision put u.s.-soviet 
dialogue in jeopardy? 

o Not as far as we're concerned. 

o The decision was clear. SALT II was inadequate; under its 
terms the Soviets increased their threat to us. 

o My highest priority now is a meaningful arms control 
agreement on deep reductions of offensive nuclear arms. I 
am ready to work now with Mr. Gorbachev to achieve this. 

SDI, Compliance with ABM 

o In SDI we're researching whether defenses against nuclear 
weapons are feasible . That research will go on until we 
have answered the basic questions. 

o Unlike SALT, the ABM Treaty is not an expired or unratified 
treaty. We have said again and again that we will adhere 
to it as we conduct our defense research. our policy has 
not changed. 

-- We are concerned about soviet violations of the ABM 
Treaty, and we seek to reverse the Treaty's erosion. 

New Soviet offer in Geneva 

o We've said Geneva was the place for detailed negotiations, 
so the way they've handled their latest proposals may be a 
good sign. 

o Obviously we will study the Soviet proposals very closely 
and very seriously . 

-- I certainly won't comment now on the details of a 
confidential proposal. 

--



USSR - DIVIDED FAMILI ES 

How do you view the announced Soviet decision to resolve 71 
u.s.-soviet divided family cases? 

o We welcome this important step. It is significant in human 
and political terms, and contributes to an improvement in 
our overall relations. 

-- This is the largest number of divided family cases 
the Soviets have agreed to resolve since we began 
raising the issue with them almost thirty years ago. 

o This shows that the u.s.-soviet dialogue on these issues 
can produce results. 

o Of cou r se, our thoughts and prayers are with those families 
whose cases r emain unresolved. We will not forget them. 

-- We also remain concerned about the continued low 
l e vels of Jewish emigration. 



STRATEGIC MODERNIZATION 

What are your Plans for Strategic Moderni~ation? 

o The balanced five-part modernization p rogram I announced in 
1981 stands. That program is designed to: 

redress what was in 1981 a growing strategic imbalance 
between the United States and the Soviet Union ; 

strengthen and modernize the U.S. forces that have 
deterred war for almost 40 years; and 

pave the way for meaningful arms control negotiations. 

Has the Program been successful in Obtaining your Objectives? 

o Since 1981, much has changed in the world . These changes 
have both vindicated the wisdom of our comprehensive program 
and s hown us the need for continued modernization. 

o We have achieved many of the military and political results 
we expected. 

o Deterr e nce has been str e ngthened and we are stronger and more 
able to defend the values we hold dear . The Soviets have 
taken note of this and returned to the negotiating table . 

Where Do Defensive Systems Fit In? 

o Trends set in motion by extensive Soviet programs in both 
strategic offense and strategic defense suggest that it may 
be unwise in the future to depend exclusively on offensive 
forces . 

o This is why our SDI research program and ASAT testing 
programs are also essential for our long-term security. They 
are prudent steps for ensuring deterrence and stability over 
the long term . 

Where should Congress Take Cuts in Strategic Programs? 

o We have been able to hold spending on strategic program to 
less than 15% of the DOD budget. This modest investment is 
far below the perc e ntages devoted to strategic forces built 
during the 1960s which we now need to replace. 

o I have recently submitted to the Congress a message 
explaining why it would be most unwise to make any cuts in 
strategic programs . 
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u.s . -SOVIET SUMMIT 

What are the Pros ecta for a S at this ~i~e? 

• 

• 

We continue to believe a ummit should and ~ill be 
held. The General Sec etary has repeatedly indicated 
he is willing, and I see no reaaon why a suitable time 
and plac• ~•1\1\0t b worked out. Both these points are 
under 4it~~•1!on and I would not want to go into the 
deta1)t ~• t-i time. 

a Summit'? 

On the 1n&tter of SALT II, t:he i.ss e i~ reafl~-Utik-~-e 
of compliance or violation of an iil-considere<t-~e­
mentJ it ia whet..hitr t.h• United- tates--1~ qoing - CO -­

stand by and let the other si take advantage of 
good will 

Prepared by: 
Long Range Polic 
ODASD/Negotiati n• 
04 June 1986 

Policy 
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&ALT J 1 

ls the decision ihat the U.S. vlll no lo~ er cbserve SALT II 
lim a revere non s con u~ 1~proves . 

o I decided that, 1n the future, the United States ~ust base 
decisions regarding its strategic force structure on the 
nature and magnitude of the threat posed by Soviet strategic 
~orces -- NOT on 6t&.nd&rd& contained in the SALT strttctm--e-=-- -
whicr. has been undermined by Soviet non-compliance. Such 
decisions cannot be determined by a flavec SALT II ~reaty 
·•hich : _ _::.._ ~=~~;;;-

codified majo r arma ouildaps nint:e~ than reduc ons,_ 

vas never rat1fi$d, 

- would have expired if it had been ra~if~ed . ~r.d ~ 

- has been 'fi10l\ted b7. the Sovif?t Unior. . • ·.A.. -~--; ~--t-~f 
J l-~\,.-o.-u.4!.t_ ~~,d:-+(µ___tJ(.~ ~~~ C- vvi.. 

o A Op:r---aoal cann.G-t- be --to resu,reet the SAlT atr1:1c":ure, which ~;i­
s1~ply will not improve oar security or- moderate the arms 
r¥e even if observed ty the USSfL !fo policy of iuterim. ·, '-:: ~A 
restraint is a eubetitute for an agreement on deep and L,\M--U' 

eq~i~able reductions in offensive nuclear arms wr.ich is ou~ ~~ 
pr 1111ary goal . ' 

o l~M'TlrmPt-,ti.,.~"'RI!~~;::_..~ ~ • • • · 

':j-ifH~~~r----1c,u-~-a-u-t)'-111"1~-fti!HH~ra-:~rconstructively 
take this into account. 

---------------
. 

---·· 
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S01-: Ca4PLIA!-iCE WlTH ASM TREATY 

Will the United Stat•• continue to comply with the ABM Treaty? 

o I have directed that the S01 r••earch pro-gr~~ be fon.>ulated in 

full compliance wi~h all u.s. Treaty obligations. The Defense 

Department hu planned and re.viewed the program to ensure that 

it remain• c0111pliant, and will continue to do so. 

o The Soviet Union, in contraat, has violated the ABM Treaty. 

The large phaaed-array radar under construction at Krasnoyarsk 

in Siberia i• in clear violation of the Treaty. 

• Such ~ct.ion, if left 

wo~ have ••r~• adver•• conaeq encea for 

~at ha• k•~ th• pe&ce. 

suqg~that 

n ~nal 

.s. re~ 

he Eaa-'4est balance 
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SOie INTERPRETATION OF THE ABM TREATY 

ram t.o-ward the 

o Laet year my Acalini ■tration carefully reviewed the ABM Treaty 

aa it relate• t.o future atrategic defensive system• based on 

•other phyaic•l principle••· 

A■ a re ■ult of that review, I deter-mined ~hat a reading of 

the ABM Treaty that would allow the development and testing 

of auch ay•tera■ baaed on other physical prlncipleat re~ard­

le•• of baeing ~od•, i ■ fully juetified. 

o In Octobu, 1115, wa il• reserving the right to do so in the 

future, I d~~-4 not ~o reatru.ctur• the SDI program, towards 

the boundari•• poaaible under that interpretation -- so long 

aa the program receiv•1 th• support necesaary to implement 

ita carefully draft~ plan. 

Obvioualy, we muet continue to review the extent to which 

thia r•~ir ... nt i• being met. 
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RECEft SOVIET ARMS CO~TROL PROPOSAL 

Soviet resented a new 
an think o 1.t 

------- -

Our study t their new propoaal indicates that it is merely a 
way of reat ting part of their previoua proposal and is stilt 
unacceptabl •. / 

Like their prev ua pro~ al, the new proposal would effec­
tively ban r••••r and echnol ogy development of the type we 
are pur•uing in th Str t~ic Defense Initiative . 

such a bAJ\ on 
reduction\ 1n 

• a Soviet precondltion for agreement en 
uclear ,.,eapons. 

Th• ~n\ill ~"•1it.• of s 
our al l!e,, b\lt 1r th• whole 
as a tar9""iag c ip. Conaeq 
propoaal &nd it• reformulation 

-- no t only to ourselves and 
rld -- means we w'On't use it 

ly, the original Soviet 
ia unacceptable to us . 

----



DOD BUDGET -- STRATEGIC MODER~IZATION 

o Nothing is more critical to the security of this nation than 
the full and timely implementation of the Strategic Modern­
ization Program. 

Significant progre•• ha• b•en made over the last few years 
in re■ toring the credibility and military effectiveness 
of our nuclear det~rrent. 

We are on the threahhold of deployinq several ne~ systens 
which are absolutely essential to continued effectlve 
deterrence in the years ahead. 

It would be foolhardy to abandon now our commitment to 
completing thie vital modernization of our nucle Ar forces-
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DEFENSE BUDGET 

our defense bud et 

We have ur1ed Conaress to maintain the ■omentum of our 
efforts to restore U.S. defenses. Our budget requests are 
consistent with the 10al we all endorsed nearly 6 years ago. 
To stop now denies us success and risks falling back into 
the hollo~, ill-preparedt and under-equipped ■ ilitary of the 
1970 1 s. 

Cuts of that magnitude on top of last year's large 
reduction will lead both our friends and ene ■ ie~ to 
question our resolve. 

What global national security co■■ itments would they 
have U$ 1b1ndoaf Even the exagaerated clai ■ s of waste 
in the , 1f1a1e W4&•t will not cover a $20 billion 
reduetioa. 

Con1ref1 rittt •fuanderin9 the gains we have made and 
the in tiativtt n profress if it backslides on its 
responsibility to prov de for the co■mon defense. 

Where will the cuts hit? 

o I hope there are no large reductions. No one should believe 
they wouldn't hit key areas like manpower and readiness. 

Cuts of the ■aanitude of $20-$30 billion would devastate 
■ ilitary RID. preclude or drastically curtail new 
progra•s like the C·l7 cargo aircraft, and reduce 
trainina. 

The efficiencies. such as ■ultiyear contracting. which 
allow DoD to save aoney would also beco■e iapossible 
with a large cut. 

I recently provided the Con1ress with a long list of 
progra.as that would have to be considered for reduction 
if the budf•t is cut deeply. We need to keep that list 
fro• becoa n1 a - reality. 


