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Gorbachev interview 11 a. m. 

:h~racterized meeting as constructive and open 

[e had great difficulty in e-eeing thi.r:gs from tre Aroer j can po~.nt of view hut 
the meetings helped him in thi.s. 

~ seek egual security for all parties. We do not seek military superiority and 
>f course will net permit the U.S. to ga~n reilitary supericrity over us. 

Space we2pons are of absolutely critical importance to us. we have 
reached a crj.tical stage for once the door is open for the use of trese 
weaI:Jons it will be almost impossibJe to step it for it is difficult to 
control/ verify. 

Signj.ficant disagreement~s conti-nur to exist hetween us. 

The choice betweeen survival and mutual a•struction is a question which 
we looked at ohiectively., because in our age questions of war and 
peace have become questions of survival. 

11 estion of regional conflicts -- he explained that you 
ca-not blame Mos~ow for ~verythinq that goes 

wrcng in t~e w~x~~ third world -- The Preside~t and I agreed not 
to xayxRR¥~ki~g ma}e any more stupid remarks. 

o··r two c-unt ries have an ob] igaticn to help resolve regional 
-onf licts - and our commitrrent is to provjde c:.ssista11ce 

it~out interference in their own internal affairs. 

Tt is possib} e to improve So\·iet-Amer ican Relations; tr ere are problems, 
we knew, but we must work together 

but I ~ant to come back tc the main issue - arms contra~ 

More More on SDI: Some react pusi.tively tc SUI thinking it is defensive, 
but we cannot ev8n deal ~ith the current arms race without an extension 
ir..t.0 space. There are no guarantees whe:re this T·1 i1 l take us. I to].d the 
President that that we would not atta.ck first, whu do vou need SDT, 
don't you believe us? If not, why should we believe you? 

Tf ~1e come to a.n agreement on SDI, our labs wo11 ld be open for inspection. In f2 
~act if we come to any arms control agreements-- we will agree to verification 
it won't be a probl.em , 



THEMES FOR LARRY SPEAKES 
11:00 A.M. Wednesday 

BRIEFING 
C'. l).. .~%> ' p 

The talks have been proceeding in a good~atmosphere. 

The President has looked forward to these first 

discussions with General Secretary Gorbachev and to the 

opportunity they provide for a comprehensive exchange 

of views on all aspects of the relationship. 

The two leaders in their private and plenary session 

meetings haved discussed the fundamentals of the 

U.S./Soviet relationship. The President has welcomed 

this opportunity to lay out his views on issues which 

involve the U.S./Soviet relationship. 

He has welcomed the opportunity to hear General Secretary 

Gorbachev's presentation on these same fundamental 

issues. 

The President is prepared to do his part to put the 

relationship on a more constructive and long term 

footing. 

We are doing our part to find reasonable, common ground 

and expect the Soviets to do likewise. 
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We wish to chart a careful, predictable course in our 

relationship which brings steady progress without 

leading to the extreme swings of the pendulum which at 

times have been exhibited in the past. 

These top-level meetings in Geneva represent an important 

new phase in this process. 

Our policies have been steady and consistent. 

Our efforts to reach our goals in the interests of 

world stability and peace will continue. 
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Belgium 

Canada 

Denmark 

France 

FRG 

Greece 

Iceland 

Italy 

Luxembourg 

ALLIED PARTICIPATION AT SPECIAL MEETING OF 
THE NORTH ATLANTIC COUNCIL 

Prime Minister Wilfried Martens 

Prime Minister Brian Mulroney 

Prime Minister Poul Schlueter 

Foreign Minister Roland Dumas 

Chancellor Helmut Kohl 

Vice Premier Yannis Haralambopoulos 

Prime Minister Steingrimu Hermannsson 

Prime Minister Bettino Craxi 

Prime Minister Jacques Santer 

Netherlands Prime Minister Rudd Lubbers 

Norway 

Portugal 

Spain 

Turkey 

UK 

USA 

Prime Minister Kaare Willoch 

Prime Minister Anibel Cavaco E Silva 

{t_rime Minister Felipe GonzaleB~ 

Prime Minister Turgut Ozal 

Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher 

President Ronald Reagan 

# # # 
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MOSCOW iU CARRIES GDRBRCHEU PRESS CONFERENCE 

TRKE i DF MANY -- GORBRCHEU PRESS CONFERENCE 

LD211226 MOSCOW TELEUISION SERVICE IN RUSSIRN 1000 GnT 21 HOU SS 

!PRESS CONFERENCE GIUEN BY CPSU CENTRAL co""IiTEE 6ENERRl 
SECRETARY "IKHRIL GDRBRCHEU RT THE PRESS CENTER OF THE SOUIET 
ftISSION TO THE UNITED NATIONS IN GENEUA -- LIUE) 

!TEXT) ESTEEMED LADIES, GENTLEMEN, COHRRDES. OUR TRLKS WITH THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF R"ERICR, THE FIRST IN THE LRST 6 
RND R il2 YEARS1 HRUE JUST ENDED. iHIS IS, WITHOUT DOUBT1 R 
SIGNIFICANT EUENT IN INTERNRTIONRL LIFE. THE SIGNIFlCRNCE OF iHIS 
nEETING WILL BE EUEH CLEARER IF ONE BEARS IN "IND NOT ONLY SOUIET­
R"ERICRN BUT INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS RS R WHOLE, WHICH ARE GOING 
THROUGH A PARTICULARLY, RS I WOULD ALLOW MYSELF TO PUT IT, DIFFICULT 
PERIOD. 

FIRST, R FEW WORDS ABOUT WHAT PRECEDED iHE GENEUR MEETING. IT 
WRS RWRITED WITH IMPATIENCE THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. PEOPLE HRD GRERT 
HOPES FOR Ii, FOR THE InPROUEHENT OF THE SITUATION IN THE WORLD AND 
FOR R LOWERING OF THE DANGEROUS LEUEL OF INTERNRTIONRL TENSION WHICH 
HAS REACHED A DANGEROUS LEVEL. TRUE, DOUBTS WERE ALSO EXPRESSED; 
HRS iHE CONFRONTfiilON OF TWD POWERS NOT GONE TOO FRR TO BE RBLE iD 
COUNT ON ANY ACCORDS RT ALL? ALL THIS WAS THE CASE -- YOU KNOW THIS 
RS WELL RS WE DO. 

21 rWU i24SZ BR 
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111THE POLJTICRL RT"OSPHERE. 

, ... E,, ..... .,,,,..T ... E~,... ... ,. .,.H,.. ,.,,.i'r'•,.· '···~M".,. ~,.r~Itl,.· ,.. ,., ,.,.,r·"r;u ,., ,. T' :,. 
ti },I) JLJ.j D rUKt j t Uti1t1Jtf JUnnjl httl Rb ii Jt~:duR Ur Ht 

PDL1T1CRL CONSULTRTIUE co""ITTEE OF THE WARSAW PACT COUNTR1S WAS 
HELD IN SOFIA, AT WHICH THE POWERFUL UOICE OF THE SOC1RLIST 
COUNTRIES SOUNDED OUT IN DEFENSE OF PERCE, FD~ R RELRXttiIDN OF 
TENSION RND COOPERATION, AGAINST THE ARnS RRCE RND CDNFRDMTATIDH1 
AND IN FRUOR OF RN I"PROUEMEHT IN THE INTERNRTIOMRL S1TliRT10N IN THE 
INTERESTS OF ALL PEOPLES ON ERRTH. 

RLTHOUGH THESE STEPS OF OURS, DICTATED BY R FEELING DF 
RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE FATE OF PERCE, DID HOT ffEET WITtt R PROPER 
REACTION ON THE PART OF OUR PARTNERS IN THE FORTHCOnlNG TALKS IN 
GENEVA, WE HELD FIR"LY TO A CONSTRUCTIVE POSITION. WE CONSIDERED IT 
ESSENTIAL TO ENDEAUOR THROUGH STRENGTH OF ARGU~ENTS, STKEMGTH DF 
EXA"PLE1 AND STRENGTH OF CO"ffON SENSE TO BREAK THE DANGEROUS COURSE 
OF EUENTS. 

THE VERY COMPLEXITY OF THE INTERHRTIONRL SlTURiIDN CONvlNCED US 
THAT R DIRECT CONVERSATION WITH THE PRESIDENT OF ittE UNITED STATES 
WAS ESSENTIAL BECAUSE OF THE ENORMOUS ROLE WHICH BOTH THE SOUIET 
UttION AND THE UNITED STATES PLAY. NRTURRLLY RN ENDRMDUS 
RESPONSiilLITY ALSO RRISES OUT OF THIS ROLE FDR THESE STRTES RND 
THEIR POLITICAL LEADERS. OUR CONCLUSION WAS RS FDLLDWS. THE TIME 
HAD CO"E WHEN1 UNDER THE THREAT OF UNlUERSRL NUCLEAR DEATH, ONE MUST 
LEARN THE GRERT RRT OF LIUING TOGETHER. BOTH OUR -- THE SOVIET -­
PEOPLE, RND1 I Rff DEEPLY CONUJNCED, THE AMERICAN PEOPLE, RRE EQUALLY 
INTERESTED IN THIS. ALL THE PEOPLES OF THE WORLD ARE INTERESTED IN 
THIS. 

WE FELT AND CONTINUE TO FEEL THRT THE "ODD OF THE PEOPLES IN RLL 
COUNTRIES IS IN FRUOR OF PEACE, AND THAT THE DESIRE TO NOT OMLI 
PRESERUE PERCE BUT ALSO IMPROUE THE SITURTION AND GRIN RERL PROGRESS 
IN THE FJGHT TO HALi THE ARNS RACE IS INCREASING. THIS IS R 
SITUATION WHICH HRS A GREAT TWO-FOLD SIGNIFICANCE AND CONTAINS iWO 
R~~ar ~~A~I"AA ~un CO"ALu~~nNA uKtn ntH1~ RU~ nn nL ~lu ~. 

CnORE) 
21 NOtl 13422 BR 
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111"ERNINGS RND CONCLUSIONS. 

li21131S 

iTEXT) ON THE ONE HAND, IT WRS lNSPlRING. IT MEANS iHRT WHRT WE 
RRE DOING IS IN KEEPING WITH iHE HOPES RND RSPIRRTIONS OF iHE URSi 
ffRSSES OF PEOPLE IN iHE WORLD, REGARDLESS OF WHERE iHEY LIVE RND 
WHICH POLITICAL U1EWS, RELIGIOUS CDNUICTIONS OR TRRDlTlOHS iHEY 
SUBSCRIBE TO. BUT RT THE SA"E Tl"E' IT WAS NOT ONLY INSPIRING BUT 
CO"MITTED US TO R GREAT DERl; RBOUE RLL, TO RESPONSIBILITY. 

PERHRPS IF ONE WERE TO DESCRIBE, TO SAY IN ONE WORD, WHAT IT 
rs THAT CHARACTERIZES THE PRESENT STATE OF DEVELOP"ENT OF lHE 

INTERNATIONAL SITUATION, IT WOULD BE: ENORMOUS RESPONSIBILITY. 
THE PEOPLES HAUE UNDERSTOOD THIS RESPONSIBILITY AND THEY ACT lN 
WRYS WHICH BEFIT THE". BUT IT FOLLOWS FRO" THIS THRT THIS 
SfiURTION RHD THIS CHRRRCTERIZRiION OUGHT TO NOURISH STRTES' 
POLICfES RMD ALSO THE PRACTICAL ACTjuNS OF POLlTlCIANS. 

ONE CAHNui ffRKE UP FOR THE ABSENCE OF R POLICY THRi TRKES 
RDEQURTE RCCOUNT OF THE PRESSIMG NEEDS BEING FELT BY ALL THE PEOPLES 
OF THE WORLD WITH ALL KINDS OF PROPAGANDIST PACKAGING. THE 
PEOPLE HAVE NOW LEARNED TO UNDERSTAND EVERYTHING RAPIDLY AND TO 

PUT EUERYTHIHG IN ITS PLACE. TH1S IS KY DEEP CONVICTION AND THIS 
HRS HELPED ffE RND ffY COLLEAGUES 1H THE SOVIET UNION WHO ffRKf UP 
iHE COUNTRY'S POLITICAL LEADERSHIP -- BY UNDERSTANDING THE 
SITUATION IN THIS WAY -- TO SECURE OURSELUES AGAINST UNNECESSRRi 
WRONG STEPS RHD CONCENTRATE OUR ATTENTION ON R CONSTRUCTIUE PATH, ON 
ittE QUEST FOR WAYS TOWARD A BETTER WORLD, R NORE PEACEFUL WORLD. 

I WAS ENORffOUSLY IffPRESSED BY THE LETTERS 1 RECEIUED -- FRO" 
THE SOUfET UNION1 FROn THE UNITED STATES OF R"ERICR, FRO" AUSTiRLJA, 
FROM THE WHOLE OF EUROPE1 FRON RSJR, AFRICA -- FRDft CHILDREN, 
WO"EN, MEN, VETERANS. 

iMGRE> 
21 NOIJ 13512 BR 
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111WOMEN1 nEN1 UETERANS. 

lD2ii333 

!TEXT> IT IS VERY I"PORTRNT TO STRESS THRT THE YOUTH OF THE 
WHOLE PLANET RAISED THEIR VOICE VERY RCTJUELY JN THESE LETTERS! 
THOSE TO WHO" THE FUTURE BELONGS, THOSE WHO ARE STEPPING FORWARD 
INTO LIFE RND TAKING ONTO THEIR SHOULDERS RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE 
FATE OF THE WORLD. 

AND NOW TO THE "EETING ITSELF. THE FRCE-TO-FACE CONSERURTIONS 
WITH PRESIDENT REAGAN TOOK UP QUITE R LARGE PROPORTION OF JT. 
AND NOT JUST ARlTH"ETlCRLLY. THE "EETlNGS WERE FRRNKs PROLONGED, 
SOMETI"ES SHARP, RT lNDIUIDUAL "OMENTS EXTRE"ELY SHRRPs RND 
YET, IT SEE"S TO "E' TO R CERTAIN EXTENT RLSO PRODUCTIUE. THEY 
TOOK UP, OF COURSE, SIGNIFICANTLY MORE TIME THAN PLRNNED; I WOULD 
SAY TttAT THEY TOOK UP THE MAIN PART OF THE Tl"E OF THESE 2 DRYS. 

WHEN THE PRESIDENT AND I TOOK OUR LERUE OF ERCH OTHER JUST NOW, 
WE COUNTED HOW ffRNY TIMES WE HAD "Ei ALONE, RND WE SETTLED ON 
SO~EWHRT ABOUT FIUE OR SIX Tl"ES. RS R RULE 
THESE CDNUERSATIONS LASTED RN HOUi DR HORE. THEY ALLOWED us, 
YOU UNDERSTAND, TO DISCUSS A BROAD RRNGE OF PROBLE"S FACE TD FRCE. 
THE CONUERSATIONS1 IN POLITICAL LRNGURGE1 WERE FRANK, DIRECT, AND 
I THINK THEY HAD NOT ONLY R GREAT, BUT 1 WOULD SAY DECISIVE 
SIGNIFICANCE. 

RiOUE RLL, PRECISELY RT THESE CONUERSRTiONS1 RS WELL AS AT THE 
PLENARY KEETINGS AND IN THE EXTENSIUE CONTACTS BETWEEN RLL ME"BERS 
OF THE DELEGATIONS ON THE CORRESPONDiNG LEUElS, OF EXPERTS -- BOTH 
ON THE SOUIET SIDE AND THE R"ERICRN SIDE -- THIS PRRT WAS 
REPRESENTED if QUITE RUTHORITRTIUE PEOPLE KNOWN NOT ONLY IH DUR 
COUNTRYs iUT THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. RLL THIS TRKEN TOGETHER "RDE 
IT POSSIBLE IN THESE 2 DRYS TO DD SERIOUS WORK, SERIOUS WORK. 



WE PRESENTED OUR V1EWS Tu THE PRES1DEHT RHD fiLSD DUR ASSESSNEHT 
OF THE SlTURTIOH IM THE WORLD, THE STARTING POINT OF DUR RNRLYSIS 
rs THIS: IN THE PAST DECADES, CARDINAL CHANGES HRUE TAKEN PLACE 
IN THE WORLD AND THEY NEED NEW APPROACH, R FRESH UIEW ON "ANY iHIHGS 
CONCERNING FOREIGN POLICY. DNE VERY I~PDRTANT FEATURE JS 
CHRRRCiERISTIC FDR THE PRESENT INTERNATIONAL SlTURTION! WE RECOGNIZE 
IT AS SUCH RND WE AND THE UNITED STATES HRUE TO TRKE IT INTO ACCOUNT 
IN OUR FOREIGN POLICIES. I RM REFEiRING TO THE FOLLOWING! IN THE 
P?.ESENT CONDITIONS, THE ISSUE IS NOT ONLY THE CONFRDNTRTION OF TWO 
SOCIAL SYSTE"S BUT THE CHOICE BETWEEN SURUlURL RND MUTURL 
DESTRUCTION. IN OTHER WORDS, THE QUESTIONS OF WRR RND PERCE, 

QUESTIONS OF SURUIURL, RRE1 BY THE VERY COURSE, THE OiJECTIUE 
COURSE1 OF THE WORLD PROCESS, RHD I WOULD LIKE TO UNDERLINE THRi I 
R" USING SPECIALLY THE WORD SURUIURL NOT TO DRANRTIZE AND 
FRIGHTEN BUT IN ORDER FOR US ALL TO FEEL, RND FEEL DEEPLY, RND 
TO RECOGNIZE THE REALITIES OF TODAY'S WORLD. CSENTENCE RS HEARD) 
THESE QUESTIONS HAVE NOW EMERGED lN THE FOREGROUND AND RRE -- THIS 
PROJLE" IS I""EDIRTE AND URGENT, RND AFFECTING THE INTERESTS OF 
US ALL -- ALIUE. I WOULD SAY THAT THEY HAUE ftOUED TO THE CENTER 
OF WORLJ POLITICS. WE CRNNOT GO AWAY FRO" THE SEARCH FOR SOLUTIONS 
TO THIS URGENT PROBLE". SUCH IS1 WE RRE CONVINCED, THE WILL OF 
THE SOUIET PEOPLE1 THE WILL OF THE A"ERICRN PEOPLE -- SUCH IS THE 
WILL OF All PEOPLES. THIS, FIRST OF RLL. SECONDLY, WE HAUE ONCE 
"ORE DRAWN THE ATTENTlON OF THE R"ERICAN SIDE TO THE FOLLOWING 
CIRCUMSTANCE! I HAVE ALREADY TALKED ABOUT IT, BUT THlS IS SUCH AN 
I"PORTANT CIRCUMSTANCE AND WE ATTACH SUCH R GRERT I"PORTRNCE TO IT 
THAT WE DECIDED TO EXPRESS IT RGAIN AT THIS NEEiINGi NRNELY1 THE 
FRCT THRT EUEN AT PRESENT IT 1S UERY DIFFICULT TO STRRT PRODUCTIUE 
DIALOGUE AND TALKS ON QUESTIONS OF HRLT1NG THE AR"S RRCE RND 
NUCLEAR DlSAR"RMENT. TO"ORRow, IT WILL BE EUEN NORE DIFFICULT. 

C"OP.E) 
21 NOU 1420Z BR 
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111EUEN MORE DIFFICULT. 

·~~11A4~ LD~ j l 

!TEXT> THIS IS WHY THE "EETIN6 WAS NECESSARY, WHY RESPONSIBLE 
iIRLOGUE WAS NECESSARY. WE HAUE REACHED THE POINT -- ALL OF US -­
WHERE WE "UST STOP, LOOK AROUND, THINK RGA1N RND DECIDE, ON THE 
BASIS OF REALITIESJ ON THE BASIS OF R BRORD RPPRORCH TO THE 
DETE?."INATION OF NATIONAL INTERESTS, WHRT WE ftUST DO NEXT IN THE 
WORLD. 

DURlNG THE ~EETINGS AND CDNUERSRT1DNS I. WRNTED TO UNDERSTAND 
WHRT FOSiTIDN ON THIS CARDINAL ISSUE -- THE ISSUE OF WRR RND 
PERCE -- WRS BEING ADOPTED iY THE PRESENT RnERICRN ADMINISTRATION. 
WELL1 WE HAUE ALL READ QUITE A LOT OH THIS HRTTER RND "AHY OF YOU 
HAUE SAID A GREAT DEAL OUERALL ON THIS SUBJECT. BUT FOR THOSE 
WHO MAKE THE DECISIONS IT IS PARTICULARLY IMPORTANT TO UNDERSTAND 
WHAT THE UERY POINT OF DEPARTURE lS FOR HOW OUR PARTNERS ARE 

FORMULATING THEIR POLICIES, AND WHAT RiE THE lNlTIRl iDERS BEHIND 
THE FOREIGN POLICY OF THE PRESENT RMER1CRN RDftlNISTRRTlON. 
!LONG PAUSE) 

IT TOOK A GREAT DEAL OF WORX -- GREAT EFFORTS, I WDULD EvEN 
SRY -- TD TRY WITHOUT PREJUDICE AND WITH 6KERT RESPONSIBllITY, WITH 
R BROAD VIEW TO EUALUATE EUERYTHlNG WHICH WOULD HELP FIND RN 
RNSWER TO THIS UERY i"PORTRNT QUEST1DN. 



HERE IS WHAT I WOULD LIKE TO TRLK ABOUT NOW! THIS ANALYSIS 
HRS SHOWN THAT NOTWITHSTANDING ALL THE DIUERSITY OF APPROACHES 
RND EURLURTIONS WHICH CA"E TO THE SURFACE DURING THIS VERY 
SERIOUS AND NECESSARY WORK -- WITHOUT WHICH, WITHOUT DOING TttIS 
WORK IT WOULD HRUE BEEN I"POSSIBLE TO COME TO THE 
MEETING -- WE DISCOUERED1 AND SO IT SEE"S TO us, THAT WE HfiUE 
SOMETHING IN COMMON WHICH COULD SERUE RS A STARTING POINT IN 
IfiPRuUING OuR RELRTIOHS. THIS IS AN UNDERSTANDING OF THE FfiCT 
THAT NUCLEAR WAR IS InADnISSIBLEJ THAT IT CANNOT BE WfiGED RHD 
Ii CANNOT HAUE ANY UICTORS. THIS THOUGHT WAS EXPRESSED MOKE 
THRN ONCE, BOTH ON DUR SIDE AND THE fiMERICfiN SIDE. fiND FROfi 
THIS IT FOLLOWS THAT THE CENTRAL PROBLEM IN RELATIONS 
BETWEEN OUR COUNTRIES IN THE PRESENT STAGE IS THE PROBLEK DF 
SECURITY. WE RRE RESOLUTELY IN FRUOR OF RTTRINIMG AGREEMENTS 
ENSURING EQUAL SECURITY FO~ BOTH OUR SIDES. WE IMAGINE iHRT IT 
IS PRECISELY ON THIS BASIS THAT lT WJLL BE POSSIBLE TO EFFECT 
CONSISTENT STRENGTHENING OF "liTURL TRUST RND A GENERAL lMPKOUEnENT 
IN THE POLITICAL ATMOSPHERE, WITHIN WHICH ONE CRH HOPE FOR THE 
DEUELOPMENT OF POLITICRL DIALOGUE, FOR FRUITFUL DISCUSSION OF 
ECONOMIC PROBLEMS1 HU~RNITARIRN PiOBLEnSJ PROBLEnS OF CONTACTS. 
RECIPROCAL 1NFOR"RTION1 AND SO FORTH. 

2i NOiJ i438Z BR 
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£TEXT) HERE ALSO 1S THE KEY TD THE PRDBLE~ OF PRESERURTJGN OF 
, ,. ... ,. "u .. '""' ....... ",.ND ... ,,,. ...... ,... ... l .. tt ,...,. ... ,,r- ,..t.,...tl,...,.. ,. ..... ,. .... llr·""""'H ......... .,. ... 1,,., ... D 
Ll~i: Un tHKIH H IHt ~KU~ tn U~ !Ht LHHdbt Ui" Hin~~r tKt IUNrlK' 
,.. ,., ""'.... i' y ' • 

tJUUl.i ililLL. 

i.;··c,.. ·10:..· 11""· ... ,,,. ... P ....... ., ........ ,T ... HRT ..... 't""U .. uo· .... EN ...... e•Jj1"U""' O''Tl ''"I' ·ur ..... .. iHt rKtJllltN1 l Nt HH t " I JSt !)lt(l'.!lnb nN» i!il .. L iiUl 
BE SiRIUING TO ttCHIEUE SUPERlORlTY DUER THE UNITED STAiES IN THE 
SPHERE OF SECURITY. FURTHERMORE, 1 TRIED nORE THRN ONCE IM PRIUATE 
RND RT PLEMRRY SESSIDHS DF THE LELEGRTIDNS, TO EXPRESS OUR DEEP 
CONVICTION THRT LESS SECilRITY Fuk THE UMITED STATES OF ttnERICttf IF 
COnPRRED WITH THE SOUlET UMlON, WOULD RE DISADURHTRGEOuS FOR us 
BECAUSE Ii WDULD LEAD TO DISTRUST AMD LACK OF FAiiH, RUD WOULD 
GENERATE INSTABILITY. BUT WE, RT THE SA"E TinE1 RECKON DU THE SRnE 
RPPRDRCH BY THE fiffERICRN SIDE CONCERNING US. WE TOLD THE PRESIDE~T 
AND RLL ME"BERS OF THE DELEGRTlON THAT WE IN TURN, WOULD NOT RLLOW 
THE UNITED STATES TO ACHIEUE SUPERIORITY DUER US UNDER RNY 
CIRCuMSTRNCES. I THINK THIS IS A LOGICAL RRGUnENT. BOTH SIDES 
WOULD HAVE TO BECOME USED TO STRATEGIC PARiiY AS THE NATURAL STATE 
OF SOUIET-AMERICRN RELATIONS. IF THERE IS ANYTHING TO TRLK RBOUT JT 
IS How, BY jQIHT EFFORTS, TO REDUCE THE LEUEL OF THIS PRRITY. IM 
OTHER WORDS, TO IffPLEHENT RERLISTJC nERSURES FDR THE REDUCTIDM DF 
NUCLERR ARnS DH R CO~HON BASlS. HERE IS R SPHERE WORTHY OF LERDERS "",. ,,,.,,,,,.. .. ,,,. ... ,.,. .• ,. .... ,.,. ... E~. R,. . ... ,,E ~.Ol'I .. T ·1~",.·u ..._ll ... •u.. "ll} ........ ,.. ........... """ ...... 
Ur ;,ut,n tJl<tH I ;, i Hi ;:. . ;, ; H ;, J t iJlil U:t Hril.I I ht Uri I tLI ;, i H ! t~ Ur 

RfiERICR, AND ALSO R SPHERE OF fiCTlDM FDR OTHER STATES' LEADERS, 
BECAUSE THIS IS OUR COMKON QUESTJDM. 

FROn THIS FOLLOWS QUJTE LOGICALLY RLSD THE FOLLOWING CDNCLilSION 
DF FUNDAMENTAL InPORTRNCE! NElTHEi OF us, NEITHER THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA NOR THE SOUIET UNION KUST DO ANYTHING THAT OPENS DOORS 
FOR RN ARMS RACE IN SPRCE DR IU MEW SPHERES. SPECIFICALLY IN SPACE. 
iHIS IS WHY, IF THIS IS DONE, THEN THE SCALE OF nILITARY RIUALRY 
.-~ .... ,,.. ~,. ... ~ .. ,.,... ........ 0 ,..··Et1 Pfi'i,.E,.. ..... ,. ...... r:T,.., .... ~H, __ uE,. ... ,. .... !'t .. ..... H .. 
ti-.01~ flU/t:; uUKifot.11 u;, ;,, Kt:~iHI\ ;,J lr 1· l;> 111 i(t 1u bt .uu t --
~ .. T1.11'9 ""'rt"""""' u,..~ ..... !"t .. ll .... T ...... ,. ........ £ TH .. " .. " ..... cr·L .. ~.F "r'll. ,._ """1 "R' ~ ... lr .Ht uuUK~ ~tf.t Urt~t:u U ~r~t. -- tn iHt ;, H t U IHl:> K V Lki 
WOULD GROW 1MMERSURRBLY, ttHD TttE ARNS RACE, I THINK, WOULD RSSUKE -
- IT CRN EUEN NOW BE FDRECRST TO A CERTRIH EXTENT -- RH 
IRREUERSIBLE CHARACTER, BECAUSE JT IS UERY DIFFICULT TO KEEP 
£0fHROLS OM 1 T. 

2i ~WiJ i455Z BR 
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LD2ii449 

CTEXT> IT IS UERY DIFFICULT TO UERIFY JT. AND EACH SIDE WOULD 
HRUE THE FEELING RT RHY MOKENT THRT IT IS LOSING OUT IN SOnETHIHG, 
RN» IT WOULD FEUERISHLY SEARCH FDR EUER NEW METHODS DF RESPONDING. 
iHIS WOuLD URGE ON THE ARMS RACE. AND NOT ONLY IN SPACE, BUT ON 
EARTH TOO, FOR TttE RESPONSES DD MDT MECESSRRILY HRUE TO BE JN THRT 
SPHERE. THEY SIMPLY HRUE TO BE £FFECTJUE. THJS IS KY RERSOMlNG, RND 
r An REASONING BEFORE YOU JN THE SRnE WRY RS WHEN I WAS CONUERSJH6 
WITH THE PRESIDENT. ONE CAN InRGJNE THAT IF SUCH A SITUATION WERE 
TO BEGIN1 THE POSSIBILITY OF RN RGREEffENi ON SDnE RESTRAINT OF THIS 
nILiiARY RIURLRY1 TttE ARKS RACE, WOULD BECOffE, IN GENERAL, UERY UERY 
PROiLEnRTICttl. I SHOULD LIKE TO RETURN RGR1H TD nY ASSERTION THRT 
iHE PRESENT PERIOD IS CHARACTERIZED BY THE FRCT THAT WE HAUE REACHED 
R CERiAIN POINT. RND lF ONE FRllS TD CONSIDER RND WEIGH EUERYTHIMG 
IN A TRULY RESPONSIBLE FASHION, ONE COULD RERCH SUCH POLITICAL 
CONCLUSIONS AND1 AS A RESULT OF lNCORRECT, ERRDHEOUS CDNCLUSlOHS FDR 
POLITICIANS •••• (APPEARS TO CORRECT HIMSELF -- FBlS) FOR POLiiICS, 
ONE COULD E"BRP.k ON SUCH STEPS AS WILL HRVE GRAUE CONSEQUENCES FDR 
OUR PEOPLES. 



iHE DIFFERENCES BETWEEN OUR COUNTRIES WILL REnAlN. TttE RIUALRY 
BETWEEN US WlLl ALSO BE MRINTfilNED. BUT WE nliST RCT 1H SUCH fi 
FASHION iHRi THIS RIUALRY DOES NOT GO BEYOND THE FRRnEWORK OF WHAT 
1S PERKITTED RND DOES HOT LERD TD R MILITARY CDNFRDNTfiTIOH. LET 
ERCH OF THE SDCIRL SYSTEMS PROUE ITS RDURNTRGES BY EXRnPLE. WE HAVE 
tt GDDD IDER OF NOT ONLY THE WERK ASPECTS, BUT ALSO THE STRONG 
ASPECTS OF AMERICAN SOCIETY AND OF THAT DF OTHER DEUELOPED 
COUNTIRES. WE KNOW THEIR ACHlEUEnENTS AND THEIR POTENTIRL. OF 
COURSEJ WE KNOW BETTER OUR OWN POSSlBILlTIES1 INCLUDING THE 
UNREALIZED ONES. IN BRIEF, WE ARE JN FAUOR OF COMPETITION WITH 1ttt 

UHITED STATES OF RnERlCR1 IN FRUOR OF RCilvE COMPETITION. HISTORY 
ITSELF IS NOT SI"PLY THEORET1Cfil ESTlffRTlONS RND REASONING. HISTORY 
ITSELF HAS CONUINCINGLY CONFIR"ED THE UITRlITY OF THE POLICY OF 
PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE. (60RBRCHEU RT THIS POINT TAKES R DRINK OF 
WATER -- FBlS) I RM TRYING TO HRUE LESS WATER (9 WATER! HERE fiEANS 
9 PRDDING 9 DR WAFFLING! -- FBIS) IN KY SPEECH BUT, NONEiHElESS, WATER 
IS NECESSARY. (LAUGHTER FROM fiilDlTORIUn) 

FURTHER, R GREAT DEAL IN THE DEOELDPMENT OF OUR MUTUAL RELATIONS 
DEPEN]S ON HOW ERCH OF THE SlDES INTERPRETS THE WORLD AROUND US. IT 
SEEKS TD US THAT IT IS PRRTICilLRRlY InPORTANT HERE TD HAVE A 
PRECISE UNDERSTANDING OF HISTORICAL REALITIES RND TD TAKE RCCDUNT DF 
THEM WHEN FOR"lNG ONE'S POLICIES. IN THIS INSTANCE I HRVE IN NIND 

· iDTH THE SOUIET LEADERSHIP AND THE RNERICRN LEADERSHIP. THE WORLD 
TODAY IS R VERY KillTIFACETED TOTRLliY OF SDUEREI6N COUHTRIES1 
PEOPLES WHO HRUE THEIR OWN INTERESTS, THEIR OWN ASPIRATIONS, THEIR 
OWN POLICIES, iHElR OWN TRADITIONS, THEIR OWN DRERKS. fffiNY OF THEn 
HRUE ONLY JUST E"BARKED UPON THE PfiiH OF lNDEPEHDENT DEVELDPNENT. 
THEIR FIRST STEPS ARE TAKING PLfitE IN INCREDIBLY DIFFICULT 
CONDITIONS WHICH HRUE BEEN LEFT BY CDLONlALISN, BY DEPENDENCE. SOME 
OF TttEft1 HRUING fiCHIEUED POLlTICRL INDEPENDENCE, WISH TO ENSURE FDR 
THEMSELUES ECONOMIC IUDEPEHDENCE. THEY SEE iHRi THEY HRUE 
RESOURCES, THEY HRUE R WORKFORCE. 
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!TEXT) THE FIRST STEPS RRE BEING TAKEN IN UNBfLIEUEABLY 
DIFFICULT CONDITIONS LEFT BY COLONIALISM RND DEPENDENCE. SO"E OF 
THEn, HAVING ACHIEUED POLITICAL INDEPENDENCE, WANT iO ENSURE 
ECONOff IC INDEPENDENCE FOR THEMSELUES. THEY SEE iHAi THEY HRUE 
RESOURCES, iHEY HAUE MAHPOWfP., THEY HAU£ A COKBINRiION OF THAT 
WHICH, IN THE CORRESPONDING LABOR PROCESS, SO TO SPEAK, CAN PROUIDE 
THE" WITH A BETTER LIFE. THEY RRE, AFTER ALL• ENORMOUS CONTINENTS. 
lT IS R HRTURRL DESIRE OF EU£RY PEOPLE TD PUT ITS SOVEREIGN RIGHTS 
INTO PRACTICE BOTH IN THE POLITICAL SPHERE AND lN iHE ECONO"IC RND 
SOCIRL ONES. THIS POLICY PLEASES SOftE AND NOT OTHERS, BUT IT IS A 
REFLECTION OF THE INiERHRL PROCESSES OF EACH COUNTRY IN vUESiiON, 
DF TttE INTERESTS OF THIS OR THRT PEOPLE WHJCH 1NDEED HRS THE 
SDvEREIGN RIGHT, THE RIGHT ;o CHOOSE, CHOICE DF RDRD, CHOJCE OF 
SYSTE"' KETHODS, FOR"S' CHOICE EVEN OF FRIENDS. THIS IS THE RIGHT 
DF EVERY PEOPLE. IF THIS IS NOT ACKNOWLEDGED 1 DD NOT KNOW HOW 
INTERNRiIONRL RELATIONS CRN BE BUILT. 



WHEN I WENT TO ENGLAND IN DECE"BER lRSi YERR RND 1 ftRHRGED TD 
RCQURINT MYSELF, RLTHOUGH I RECALLED THE EXPiESSION FRO" BRCK WHEN 
I STUDIED iNTERNRiIONAL RELATIONS AT THE LAW FACULTY OF MOSCOW 
UNIUERSITY, I KNEW THOSE WORDS, BUT I DECIDED TO RESTORE THEM! THEY 
RP.E THE WORDS OF TH£ FAMOUS PRLnERSTON, WHERE IT WRS SAID THRT 
ENGLAND DOES NOT HAUE ETERNAL FRIENDS OR ETERNAL ENEMIES, THERE ARE 
ONLY PEKSOHRL !PAuSES) ETERNAL INTERESTS. (SENTEHCE RS HERRD) WELL, 
PEP.HRPS f RN NOT SPERKING LITERALLY, BUT CLOSE. RT THAT TIME I SRID 
TO KRS THATCHER, I AGREE WITH THAT, BUT lF PAL"ERSTON AND YOU, THE 
PRESENT POLITICAL LEADER OF ENGLAND, RECOGNIZE THRT YDU HRUE SUCH 
fNTERESTS, THEN YOU MUST RECOGNIZE THAT OTHER PEOPLES RND OTHE~ 
COilNTRIES ALSO HAUE THEIR INTERESTS, AND WHEN ABOUT 200 STATES ENTER 
THE INTERNRTIDNRL ARENR RND EACH OF THEM IS STRIV1MG TD RERLIZ£ ITS 
OwN INTERESTS, BUi TO WHRT EXTENT THEY ARE PUT INTO PRACTICE DEPENDS 
ON TRKING ACCOUNT OF THE INTERESTS OF OTHERS. THAT MEANS THERE WILL 
BE SOMETHING IN CDK"ON, BASED ON COOPERATION. iD CRLCULATE IN SUCH R 
WAY THAT THE WHOLE WORLD IS SOMEONE'S FIEFDOM; RND HERE I REFER BOTH 
TO THE SOUIET UNION AND TO THE UNITED STATES RMD TD OTHER 
COUnTRIES! WE REJECT THAT PRINCIPLE. WE HRVE ALWAYS SAID THIS, BOTH 
ifi YEARS RGD RND TODAY WE ARE SAYING rr, RND WE SHALL SAY IT 
TOFiOP.ROW. IT IS NO GOOD, WE DO NOT HAUE R DURL POLlCY HEKE. HERE 
WE RP.E CONDUCTING AN HONEST RND OPEN POLICY, RND WE ACT IN THAT 
WAY. TENSION -- WE SAID THIS BOTH TO THE PRESIDENT AND TO THE 
RnERICAN DELEGATION AS A WHOLE -- CONFllCTS, EVEN REGlONS <AS 

HEARD) AND EUEN WARS WHICH ARISE IN ONE PART DR ANOTHER BEiWEEN 
"'"·""rou .... ,.,T,. ...... ,.. Ill ON .. PR ...... OF .. H .. "0°' n r:" r:c"'THE 0 ,.. 0 £ "',.·oT .. n fll"I''"' l.il1ir. 1 J ;, HI t~ ri t I( I i t .. l(L» ul( mtU "' H11. IW tl ~u itl 

fN THE PAST AND IN TODAY'S SOCIOECONOMIC CONDITIONS OF THOSE 
r.J'\' ' "'~"'.,,..,. . ... ~JD "E,__.,..u"· 
~UUNlt.ltJ Hn K ulUn~. 

{nuRE) 
": .! ll r:j' .! rr r.., ''ii:'.: 
i..L nUJ .L.J.JJ~ Dr. 
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tiEXT) TO REPRESENT THE ftATTER RS IF RLL THESE iRNGLES OF 
CONiRRDICTIONS ARE CAUSED BY THE COftPETITION BETWEEN ERST AND WEST 
rs NOT ONLY INCORRECT, Ii IS EXiREftELY DANGEROUS. IF TDDRY ftEXICD 
RND R NUffiER OF OTHER STRTES, INCLUDING RICH STATES, EVEN B~A2ll1 
RRE NOi ONLY UNRilE iO PRY iHEIR DEBTS1 BUT RLSO UNABLE EVEN TO PRY 
iHE INTEREST ON THE DEBTS1 ONE CAN IftAGINE WHAT WllL HAPPEN RND WHAT 
PROCESSES RRE BREWING IN THESE SOCIETIES. iHE SITUATION WILL iECOKE 
MORE ACUTE, Ii WILL LEAD TO RN EXPLOSION, AND WHRi iHEN? WILL iHIS 
RGRIH BE THE HRND OF MOSCOW? LISTEN, ONE CANNOT CO"E OUT 
IRRESPONSIBLY WiiH SUCH JUDGKENTS ON SUCH QUESTIONS BEFORE THE 
WORLD. THESE BANALITIES SiILL OCCUR HERE RND THERE. HOWEUER, THEY 
ARE I"PER"ISSIBLE, AND PARTICULARLY AT SUCH "E£iINGS RS OURS. 
iHEREFORE, WE RT ONCE AGREED, LET US NOT TRLY. BRNAL1T1£S WITH ERCH 
uTHER. "ANY BANALITIES WERE USED ON iHE EUE, DUKING THE 
PREPRRRiION, IN THE COURSE OF THE PREPARATION FOR iHE nEEiING. IT 
WAS A SQUABBLE, WITH YOUR ASSISTANCE. (lRUGHTERl 



':f"'r.1",.., 'f' Hl \l T\I~ ,-.;,\\ .. :-or l\!J t ,-.\\ ,..,tl.,.• "'"'JI:-' 1 \\1 '9 ... ,...~ 1""0 ~,_,,,..,_ r. ,.,,-,~ ,,..,, ,... 

t,tl(iHl/1LiJ iHt ~U!Jlti UstlliN iirlll int Ulllitu JiHlt:i ii~t iitli 
tit. ,. ,, 1 : ,.. '' ,.. , : : I .... ~,,., : I ... l' "I ,., "'· "'\ .., t1 ~ r-r: . .,. '·. ,., I I .., .,.. H T, ',.. .., ,.., ,., l 1 ~ ,.. I'\ ,., ~ .... 

nluH! T f"Uftt1Cn iil IH lrLU.L\HL i11it~t;,1::.s ;u i Htli( !iLUtJ HrHi 
-r"" .. '1"'.A .... ,: .. ,, ,,,,.,,~ ..,.Hc•o "•Ul.1 ... -.. ... r,,.,.,..,.T .. ,. ,u rDR,,..,..," r.·'·••r-.,. 
t"kltr1iJJ, it1t1 Hifl.it I c:.li< Uim i"r.lUl(l ill:.J ltt r tlbN r"Ulli,i. 

HDWEUER1 THE SOUIEi LEADERSHIP SEES THIS Mui AS R SOURCE OF 
CuNFRONTATfON BUT "DRE AS R SOURCE OF ENHANCED, PAiTICillRR 
RESPONSIBILITY OF OUR SiRiESs TH£ SOUIEi UNION RND THE UNITED 
STATES DF RnERICR RHD THEIR LEADERS, FOR iHE FATE OF THE 
WORLD. THRT IS HOW WE UNDERSTOOD IT. CERiAINLY1 Wt CRN ARGUE 
tt]OUT THE SiRTE DF RFFRIRS IN ONE PART OF THE WORLD DR 
RHOTHER -- PRRTICULRRLY THAT DUK RSSESSMEHTS WllL BE DIFFERENi1 
OFTEN OPPOSiiE1 PARTICULARLY WHEN Ii CONCERNS SOME EUENT OR 
OiHER1 THE REASONS FOR SOME CONFLICT DR OTHER. 

IN PRINCIPLE, WE ARE NOT AGAINST DISCUSSION OF URRIDUS REGIONAL 
PROBLEMS WITHIN THE FRR"EWDRK OF SEEKlNG WAYS TD FRCILiiRTE iHEIR 
SETTLE"ENT. WE SPOKE OF THIS1 RHD THE PRESIDENT RND 1 RGREED TO 
CONTINUE THESE JOINT EFFORTS, AND THIS WAS REFLECTED lN THE 
CONCLilJING STRiEMENTi BUT WE CONSTANTLY STRESS AND 1 SHOULD 
LIKE TO SRY THIS NOW, WITHOUT RNY KIND OF lNTERFEiENCE IN THE 
INTERNAL AFFAIRS OF OTHER STATES. 

SUCH IS DUR CONCEPT OF SOVIET-AKERICRN RELATlONS1 WITH WttICH 
WE CRnE TO THE MEETINGS RND WHICH WE SET OUT BEFORE THE 
PRESIJENT RND THE WHOLE DELEGRTION. IT WRS PRESENTED IN JUST THIS 
FOP."' IN R "ilCH "OR£ EXPANDED Fui" OF COURSE, BUT I HRUE TRIED TO 
Sil""ARIZE THE GIST OF IT1 Ai iHf nEETINS IN GENEUR. WE CONSIDER 
THAT AN IMPROUE"ENT IN SDUIET-RKERICAH RELRiIONS IS QUITE POSSIBLE. 

nRNY PROBLEMS HRUE ACCUMULRTED1 I WOULD SRY THERE RRE WHOLE PILES 
DF THE" TO BE CLEARED UP1 RND THE SOVIET LEADERSHIP HRS THE 
POLITICAL WILL iO DO THIS WORK, iUT li MUST BE DONE JOINTLY. WHEN 

ROCKFALLS iRKE PLRCE RND GEOLOGISTS DR MINERS RRE IN R CRliICAL 
SITUATION, THE RESCUE TER"S WDRK iOWRRD ERCH OTHER, IN ORDER TO 
SOLUE THE PROBLEM RND SAVE THEIR PEOPLE. 
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!TEXT) WE MUST DO THIS RESCUE WORK WITH JOINT EFFORTS iO SAUE OUK 
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l·!llr:"""'"'"llt'"t!T UE '·!"IE r:'"RD" FOR """I" nrl<UVtnl:rt I I iit HK Kl: l I H .). 

I SAID TO THE PRESIDENT, IT WILL BE A BIG nrsiAKE IF YOU AND I DO 
NOT ~AKE USE OF THE CHANCE iHRi ttRS COME UP TO CHANGE THE SITUATION 
IN OUR RELATIONS -- RND IN UIEW OF THE TRE"ENDOUS INFLUENCE OF OUR 
STATES, THAT HERNS IN THE WORLD, TOO -- FD~ THE BETTER. 

I WOULD LIKE TO RETURN ONCE RGRIN TO THE "RIM ISSUE WHICH WASr SO 
TD SPERKr THE CRUX DF THE "EETING. THERE WRS NOT A SESSION, NOR R 
FRCE-iO-FRCE "EETINGr WHERE IT DID NOT OCCUPY THE CENiRAl POSITION. 
I Ari THINKING OF THE ISSUE OF WRR AND PEACE, RR"S CONTROl. THIS WRS 
iHE CRUX OF THE GENEUA MEETING. 

U'" ......... a .. ll'"!\ Tr1 T"E A111 [" 0 .. rAN , ...... E 1'H 0 T ... Hf " ........... "R[:S ......... G~o:. ..... L 
111t t:.:a.rLnl"clJ u H nc~l.. -'lL' ; n l ;,1HK w re r·;w itnn Wll 

HOT ONLY GIUE RN lffPULSE TO THE RRffS RACE IN All TYPES OF WEAPONS, 
1UT WILL ALSO PUT RN END TO RLL RESTRAINT IN THIS RACE. IN REPlYr 
THEY SPOKE AGAIN RND RGRIN ABOUT iHE SUPPOSEDLY DEFENSIUE NRTURE OF 
R BRDRDSCRLE SYSTEM OF RNTiftISSILE DEFENSE WITH SPRCE-BRSED 
.. LEM'"N...... ... .. E .. "Q .. r, T·~ "I"• LIHR"' u1·L· "OU TEL' "u"'un ·"·or·· .. ............ R t nl: iJ. IH 1 Jnl.u U UJ. 111 I 111 L l L i rt YI: rll: Htlt 

GENEUR -- iHAT YOU REFUSED TO "RKE REDUCTIONS IN OFFENSIVE WERPDNS? 
uN TttlS SCORE OUR ANSWER WRS THIS! I REPERi, WE ARE READY FDR R 
RADICAL REDilCTIDN IN NUCLEAR WEAPONS ON CONDiiiuN iHRT THE DOOR BE 
SHUT FIRMLY DH iHE DEUELOPHENT OF RH RR"S RRCE IN SPRCE. WE RRE 
RERDY TD GO THE FIRST STEP, ON iHE BRSIS OF APPLYING R SD PERC£Ni 
PRINCIPLE OF REDUCTION, RND THEN, BRINGING IN DiHER NUCLEAR POWERS, 
·~1 "n F" ... THE 0 ii.I IJiJ UK rt. 

A"ONG THE PEOPLE, TD A CERTRIM EXTENT IN THE WOKLD PERHAPS, EUEN 
RffONG CERTRIH POLITICIANS RND EUEN JOURNALISTS, THERE ISr SO TO 
SPEAK, R CERTAIN POSITIUE REACTION TO SDI. THEY SAY iHRi AFTER RLL, 
WE ARE TALKING RBOUT DEFENSIVE WEAPONS, ABOUT R SHIELD. 

!MORE) 
J'! J. .. ,,....., ..... ',.. ... ""·"' 

0::1 fW\,I lblbL DK 
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(TEXi) THAT IS COMPLETELY WRONG. RFiER ALL, iHE nAlN POINT, 
TAKING INTO CONSIDERATION THE FRCT THRi ~OUNTAlNS OF WERPOHS HRUE 
RLRERDY BEEN STOCKPILED IN THE WORLD NOW, IS THAT IT IS FURTHER 
)EING PROPOSED TO US TttRT SINCE THERE IS RN RRffS RRCE RND WE CANNOT 
GET THE BETTER OF iHIS PROCESS OR TRKE IT IN HAND, CURB IT, AND GO 
BACKWARDS, IT IS FURTHER BEING PROPOSED TO us, IN THIS MOST COMPLEX 
SITUATION, TO OPEN UP COKP£TITION IN SPACE. WHO WILL GUARANTEE, WHO 
WILL BE ABLE TO GIUE A GURRRnTEE TttAT WE WILL THEN BE ABLE TO 
ORGANIZE ANY KIND OF PRuDUCTIUE TALKS? 1 THINK THRi MD SENSIBLE 
PERSON WILL BE ABLE TO. RND iHEN iHE AMER1CAM SIDE DOES NOT WRMT TG 
ADMIT 1HRT THE SDI KERNS PUTTING WEAPONS INTO SPACE. BUT lT DOES 

KERN WEAPONS IN SPACE. 

rtND IF TODAY THERE tiRE WEfiFuNS ON EARTH RND UNDER THE WRTERs THEM 
WE WILL HAUE WAUES OF SOUIET -- DF AnERICRN RND SDV1ET WEAPONS -­
OUER THE HERDS OF ALL PEOPLES. RND WE WILL LOOK, GAZE AT THRT SKY1 
RND WAIT FOR SOnEiHING TO CRASH DOWN. LET US fiLL IMAGINE -- THIS 
rs wHAT WE WANTED TO SAY iO THE RnERICRN SIDE -- LET us IMAGINE FOR 
.. t M""'"" .. ~.,., 11\.,,,.,. .. , .. H.,.. .P'\r:L' "";.TQU'- ... H"'n,.. H,..,1s- ... .-EU '""t~T; ,.,"'".,,. H'"·"'p'"Ulil" H nUfitni' UlVtN i t LU Ll~J R~ I t~t HUt ~t R Hri~ H~t HY ·tR nb 

NGW. SOMETHING SEPARATES FROn A ROCKET; THE HERD GOES DN1 TttE 
CARRIER PART FALLS RWRY AND COLLIDES WITH SOME KIND OF GROUF1NG OF 
THESE SPRCE WERPOMS. SIGNALS WlLL BE SET OFF, WHICH MRY BE SEEN 
RLnOST AS AN RTTE"PT BY THE OTHER SJDE -- I}ff HDT SAYING RY WHOSE 
r.'·"·E """ our..JllL r.t: U,, ... ,.,,.,. •t: .,,~,.. ~r. r".E RS,..,. ,. . .,,,.,,110' 1'H'"·"' H~ll f".1'1'rlit-.T Jlll f JH .. i'(;j Ur( 11tl1U:Jtf !1t IHl;, t,H;:. -- 11 ;,iblinl I 111 n 111 ltnr. 

rs BEING ilNilERiAK£N TO RNNIHILRTE iHIS. (AS HEARD) RLL COnFilTERS 
RRE SWITCHED uni iHE POLITICIANS CANNOT DO RNYTHIMG SENSIBLE IN 
THRT CRSE1 AUD WE ARE RT iHE MERCY DF EVEMTS. 



YES, ONE CAN PRINT KRNY PICTURES. I SAID TD THE PRESIDENT THRT 
IN RS FRR RS WE FEEL THAT THJS lDEA HAS CAPTURED Hlff, RS R PERSDN1 
.. ,. ..... "U .......... HO'""';. E'l'""tl uuD ...... "T"·'' .. ¥ul". r.r.~~ Et'~,,_ .. ,~ .... ,,¥"'"'''[; .. ,,.,,.. t"'l.,..t'.<rT.,,. ... , 
iit l,!fa l''t:i( nr;, !.trt "tK;, HH.1.i I Jlint 1HtNlf .DUI IHril HlJ t'u;:;11lUN 

ttS A POLITICIAN -- ANSWERING FDR SUCH A POWERFUL STAiE, FDR ITS 
iEFENSf 1 FOR QUESTIONS OF SECURITY -- THIS WE CRNNOi LiMDERSTRND. 

WE THINK THAT AFTER THESE CONUERSRiIONS, THE RnERlCRN SIDE WILL 
WEIGH UP IN iHE MOST RESPONSIBLE KRNNER ALL THRT WE SAID ON THIS 
,. ~ t,..~r 

iHtric. 

WE SAW RT THE KEETING THAT THE RMERICANS DD MDT LIKE DUR LD61C, 
BUT WE CRN JN NO WRY DISCOVER RHY LOGIC JN THEIR RRGUNENTS. THEY 
SAY: BELIEUE US, IF WE RRE THE FIRST TD INUENT JJ, WE WILL SHARE IT 
WITH YOU. THEN, ~R PRESIDENT, I CALL ON YOU TD BELIEUE US. WE HRUE 
ALREADY STRTED THAT WE WILL NOT USE WEAPONS AND WE WILL HOT RTTRCK 
THE UNliED STATES OF A"ERICA. WHY ARE YOU BE61MMING -- WHILE MDT 
JUST PRESERVING THE ENTIRE OFFENSIVE PDTENiIRL DH EARTH RND UNDER 
THE WATER -- WHY RRE YOU FURTHER PROPOSING, WHY DD YOU INTEND TD 
LRUNCH RN RRffS RACE IN SPACE? DON'T YOU BELIEU£ US? IT BECOMES 
CLERP. THRT YOU DO NOT BELIEU£ US. AND WHY SHOULD WE BELIEU£ YOU RN¥ 
fiuRE THRN YOU BELIEVE US? WE HAUE RLL THE KORE GROUNDS MDi TO 
BELIEUE YOu1 RS WE RRE CALLING OM YDli NDi iu tLRnBER INTO SPRCE, RMD 
Tu ENGAGE IN DISRRKRnEMT DU EARTH. iHRi IS R THOUGHT WHICH EUERY 
PERSON CRN UNDERSTAND. 

,,.. • ~'"""' : l • ,. '·I'\... .... P: 

O::l NUlJ lbiJL J:Ht 
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(iEXT> ON iHE WHOLE, ONE WOULD LIKE iO HOPE -- RND THIS IS WHAi 
uE ...... ~ ... 1.. -r ..... T ·H~" """ HO ... THE U "' "'~DE"" l"'""T "DRD ... u,. TRL"" 111 JH:L!t1.t -- IHH I l::> Ntt~ I • .J • .Jl 1 .J H.J ii • int l.J 

WERE THOROUGH: WE LISTENED ATTENTIUELY TO ERCH OTHER'S RRGU"ENTS RMD 
RECORDED RLL OF IT. IF iHE UNITED STRTfS FINDS iHE WILL AND RESOLVE 
TO THINK RGRIH AND EUALUATE ALL THE DfSiRilCTlVE ASPECTS AND 
CONSEQUENCES OF THE STAR WARS PROGRAM, R PATH WILL OPEN UP FOR R 
COHSTRUCTIUE SOLUTION TO THE PROBLEnS OF THE INTERNRTIONRL SITURTIOM 
HNJ OF HALTING iHE RRMS RRCE. 

WHEN I SPER1 Of THIS, I RLSO BEAR IN ffIND iHAT iHIS ALSO APPLIES 
TO PROBLEMS OF UERIFICATIDN. R LRRGE fi"OuNT OF SPECULATION IS 
dtIHG BUILT UP AROUND THIS PROBL£N, WITH THE ilSSR'S POSlTION BEIHG 
DELIBERRiELY DISTuRTED. BUT THE TRUTH BOILS DOWN TO THE FACT THAT 
THE SOVIET UNION IS OPEN TO UERIFICATlON. If RN ACCORD lS ACHIEvED 
DN BANNING THE TRRHSFER Of WEAPONS TD SPACE, WE ARE PREPARED ON R 
nUTUAL BASIS TO OPEN DUR LABORATORIES FOR MONlTDRING RN RCCORD OF 
THRi KfND. WHAT HAS iE£N SUGGESTED TO US IS SDNETHING LIKE; LET 
US OPEN UP THE LABORATORIES RND "ONITOR HOW TH£ RR~S RRCE IN SPRCE 
IS GOING. THAT IS HRIUEi AND THE STARTING POINT lS FALLACIOUS 
RND UNACCEPTABLE. 

IF THE U.S. SIDE ALSO HALTS RLL MUCLERR WEAPONS TESTS AND Wf 
CONCLUDE RN AGREEMENT ON THIS, R6RIN THERE WILL BE NO PROBLEMS 
WHATSOEVER FROM OUR SIDE REGARDING UERIFICATION, INCLUDING 
fNTERNRTIONRL INSPECTION. IF BOTH SIDES AGREE TO ifDUCE 
NUCLEAR WEAPONS BY 15 PERCENT, THEM OF COURSE THE REDUCilON PROCESS 
WILl HRUE TO BE "ONITORED; RND WE RiE INTERESTED lN iHRT ND LESS 
THRN THE RnERICRNS ARE. 



I WOULD LIKE TO SAY LiiERALLY TWO WORDS ABOUT THE FRCT THRi fiT 
iHIS SiAGE DIFFERENCES RLSO CAME TD LIGHT JN iHE POS1T10HS REGRRDIW6 
R SU-PERCENT REDUCTION IN NUCLEAR WERFONS. WE HAUE OBSERVAlIONS DH 
iHE PLAN PRESENTED BY THE AMERICANS; THE RMERICRMS HAVE OBSERVATIONS 
ON OUR PLANS. BUT WE RRE NOT ffRKING R DRRnR OUT OF THESE 
DfFFERENCES1 AND WE ARE READY TO SEARCH FOR R nUTURLLY RCCEPTR~LE 
SOLUTION IN THE EUENT THAT A RRCE DOES NOT BEGIN IN SPRCE. THE 
TWO SIDES' PROPOSALS FORM A BASIS FDR R SEARCH FOR ftUTURLLY 
ACCEPTABLE SOLUTIONS! COKPROftISES RRE PDSSlBLE HERE; TI"E AND 
CLARIFICATION OF THE SITUATION ARE REQUIRED. WE ARE READY TD 
SEARCH FDR THESE SOLUTIONS, PROCEEDING FROM THE FOUNDlHG PR1NC1PLE 
THAT WE RRE NOT STRIUING TO ACHIEVE SUPERIORITY RND WE RY.E FOR 
EQUAL SECURITJ'. 

RT THE nEEiING THERE WAS RN EXCHANGE ON PROBLEMS OF A 
HUMRNITARIRN NATURE. THIS RESULTED IN THE APPROPRIATE AGREEKENTS 
REFLECTED fN THE STRiEffENi. I WILL RECRLL THAT WE SUCCEEDED IN 
RCHfEUING RGREEMENi ON CERTAIN QUESTIOUS OF BILATERAL 
SOVIET-AMERICAN RELATIONS. RGREEnEHT WRS RERCHED ON EXPANDING 
COHTACiS IN THE SCIENTIFIC RND CULTUinL FIELDS, AND IN iHE FIELD 
OF EDUCATION AND INFORKATION. EXCHANGES OF SiUDENiS, TELEUISION 
PRDGRR"S' RND SPORTS DELEGATIONS WILL BE WIDER. AN ACCORD HAS 
lEEN RERCHED IN PRINCIPLE TO CONCLUDE RN RGREENENT DN Ali 
CONfiilNICRTIONS. I THINK R REPORT ARRIUED FRO" ffOSCOW ••• 

!UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER, IMTERRUPiINGl APPARENTLY YESTERDAY. 

(GuP.BACHEV) APPARENTLY YESTERDAY, AND THIS PROBLEn HRS BEEN 
REnOiJED. 

I WOULD ESPECIALLY LIKE TO DRAW YOUR RiiENTIDN TD THE FRCi THAT 
IT WRS DECIDED iD ADDRESS JOINTLY R HUnBER OF OTHER SiRiES REGRRDIWG 
COOPERATION IN THE FIELD OF THERnONUCLEAR FUSlDN. 

(Ill"'"' .. ) ,nUKt • 
.,-:j llrl" a r • ,....._ Br. 
LJ. 11uV lb4jL K 
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(TEXT) THIS IS A UERY INiERESiING IDfH. ITS lKPLEnENTATION COULu 
DPEN A FRESH PAGE IN AN £XTRAORD1NRRILY Iff PORiRNT SPHERE -­
PROVIDING nRHKIHD WITH RN ESSENilRLLY INEXHAUSTIBLE SOURCE DF 
ENERGY. HERE YOU HAVE R FIELD FDR JOINT WORK. AND HERE, 
INCIDENTRLLY1 ONE NEEDS BOTH ENORMOUS EFFORTS ON THE PART OF 
SCIENTISTS RND GREAT EFFORTS ON iHE PART OF THE TECHNICAL WORLD; 
TECHNOLOGICAL INNOUATIONS WHlCH WOULD PROnDiE RND RCCELERRTE 
TECHNICAL PROGRESS RHD iHRi DF TECHNOLOGY. 

FRDK THE POIMi OF UIEW OF POLITICAL RESULTS RND TH£ CDHSEQUENCES 
...... Tn'"" w,..,.. ... t1'"· 
Ur Iii: l'li::t i l 11\Jf IT SEEHS TO "E IMPORTANT TO TAKE YET ANOTHER FRCTOR 
INTO ACCOUNT. WE HRVE WITNESSED THE GREAT POLITICAL EFFECT DF THE 
MEETING. IT REUERLED RND ACTIURTED THE INTEREST DF THE WDKLD 
PUBLIC IN THE PRDBLEffS OF SDU1ET-AMERICRH RELfiTlDNS, THE DAHGER DF 
THE ARRS RRCE1 RND iHE NECESSITY OF HORnAL12ING THE SITUP.TlDN. 

I CRnnDT FRIL TO MENTION. IN THIS COHNECilON1 S£UERRL EPISODES. 
THE DRY BEFORE YESTERDRY, OUR KJSSIDN WAS UlSITED BY R GRDUP OF 
LEADERS OF il.S. PBCJFlST nDUEnENiS, HERDED BY THE PROMINENT 
POLITICIAN, JESSE JACKSOU. 1 SHOULD LIKE TO SAY THAT WE SAW AND 
CONTINUE TO SEE THEM RS WORiHY AND RESPECTED ttRERICfiN CITIZENS WHD 
REPRESENT NILLIDNS DF INHfiBITRnTS DF THE uNiifD STRTES WHD SIGNED 
THE RD1RESS TO PRESIDENT REAGAH AND ~YSELf, WISHING US SUCCESS IN 
OUR HEETING, AND WITH SPECIFIC PROPOSALS FDR STRENGTHENING PERCE1 
INCLLl]ING RN RPPERL TD STOP NUCLEAR TESTS. 



"':" ~ 1 .,. : ~ ~ 

111 iiit 
.-. : ~ .. -. 
HL;U 

CRME TO GENElJR. REPRESEMTATIUES OF RAMY PUBLIC DRGRNlZRTIDNS ut 
OTHER COUNTRIES, INCLUDING CHILDREN'S DRGANIZRTIDMS -- 1 BEL1EUE 
LEONID ffITR1FRNDU1CH HERE RECEIUED THEM AT ~y 2EQUEsr; IT WAS R UER¥ 
u•n"'"'" ·4~~·,..·, 1 i-. ,, _1"":_ ~• i-.1" •• ,...,..,,. ' ''· "" ..,.,... w ... u~-tl". \.I T t~ .- ,_,..,..T ,. , .,....,. ti,.. 

rtUiJU'iu l'ittlLiu -- i'Jtil: HLJU Htl':t. rWi IU i'itiiiHifi iii!:: !"lit.I iHni ~t 

CONSTANTLY FELT THE POWERFUL SUPPORT AND SOLIDARITY OF DUR SDC1RL1ST 
~ ..... ~~ i .... ,,... Hr.;J!i .,.;'n!: ~ \''·~•t-.1 ,..,..1,,.. .... t'. ~., , ~,.,.,.,,..,.r. ~,,,..u or.r-Fr .... .,.. -':"\1,. ur-.--r4fu" T11r" 

rKltiiiiJ .. u .. tWliHLli.JritlJ i..ULJN1;:11::;,. tvt11 Dt:. UKC. int i'ittilRUf iHt 

LEADERS OF SIX STATES: INDIR1 NEXIC01 RRGENTINR, TRHZANIH1 GREECEs 
AND SWEDEN1 ADDRESSED US WiiH R PROPOSAL TD FREEZE ALL llHDS OF 
~UCLEAR ARMS. WE URLilf THEIR IMITJRTIUE HIGHLY. 

R GRDLJP -- R LBRGE GROUP -- DF NOBEL PRlZE WINNERS PUT FDRWRRD 
R FRDPDSRL WHICH r WRS PREPARED TD SIGN lnMEDIRTEL¥1 EXCEPT FDR ONE 
PDIHT. Ii r~CLUDED THE FOLLDWIMG WISH OR DEMAMD! NUT Tu DEPART DR 
LEfiUE GENEUR UHTIL WE HRD COME TO RU RGREfntNT. (Lfiil6HTEK FROM HALL) 
BUT rris H BIT RISKY, AT iHE nufiENiJ TO G1UE ONE'S Full RGREEMEUT TO 
....... ,.. "'El''""'"' "ll ...... ,., ..... tJ"• ........... .=·=i:'"""i H-P.·ll "'t 0 a,"· tic• .. ~--· Hu''l;ltr"L' 11"·UD. IHl~ j ~HLJ~c Unc filbHi RUl tVtK .. u~n uR~ - n " 

tLRUGHTER! ALTHOUGH NOW I MIGHT HRU£ iHOilGHi DIFFERENTLY. 
FRDBRBLY HRUE Pili nY SIGNATURE UNDER THIS POINT RS WELL. 

!MOR£) 
21 IWiJ 165 OZ BR 

1 WOULD 
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CTEXT) ESTEEMED LADIES RND 6ENTLE"EN1 CDffRRDES. RT SHRRP TURNING 
FDINTSt RT PIUDiRL STAGES IN HISTORY, IT HRPPEMS THAT nOM£NTS OF 
.,.,.i:,,,~,, ........ .. r.Jlil""' u ""'""· H .. J"l (:-.. ".,tl J",.. ~ll1"'f""DlJ,...,,~ "'•t:n-: "'·~T""T,. r. t: nr. ~ iiWili iiKt: ~ 11r·L1 n;, vl 11 n:S Hh. Ht l11lt1fottillhwnL ~l UH lUn HH;, 

BECOME TOO DANGEROUS BECAUSE DF THE INTENSIFIED ARMS RRCE1 AUD THERE 
R~E TOO ~ANY FABLES BEING CONCOCTED ON THAT SCORE, FRIGHTEMIMG 
PEOPLE. R REAL NEED HAS COKE ABOUT TD BLOW AWAY THAT FOG RND TD 
UERIFY WORDS WITH DEEDS. YOU WON'T DD BETTER THRN WITH THE RID OF 
iJ!'1' 0,·t .. CT ... ; 0 L'· 1.1;. t1G1 -.."ur·H 0 ~· "" U"F .... r:P' ... "'"·"!'.;''" ..... " " 11 .. ~ .................. u"· .. 

r. n l\ . .Jt ., "' n., l;, rtitt.IJ UJUnlli' iH tt ;,unnl i i'ltti lriu. l 

ESPECIALLY HRUE IN MIND OUR STRTES1 CONSIDERING THEIR ROLES RND 
RESPONSiiILiiIES IN THE WORLD. HERE iHE DISCLJSSIDM OF PROBLEffS IS 
TRANSLATED ON TO R NEW PLANE, WHERE Ii IS HD LDNG£R POSSIBLE TD 
HIDE FRDK THE iRUiH. RUD SD1 WHEU WE SPERK OF THE GEUERAL OuTCOnE 

OF THE MEETING, THERE WILL HARDLY BE A CORRECT DR SOME SORT OF 
UNA"JIGUOUS EURLURTIDN. 
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CiEXT> (UNIDENTIFIED UDICE> PLEASE, YOUR QUESTION FiiST. 

(UNIDENTIFIED UOICE IN ENGLISH> PlERSE IDENTIFY YOURSELF. 

!QUESTION IN ENGLISH WITH SUPERlffPOSED TRRNSLATION) "R GENERAL 
SECRETRRY, (JOHNSON), BBC TELEUISION NEWS, LONDON. MR GENERAL 
SECRETARY. PEOPLE IN THE WEST OFTEN RSK WHRT THE RESULTS OF THIS 
SUMMIT nEEiING WILL BE FOR THE CORRELATION OF THE FORCES OF THE 
SOVfET UNION AND THE UNITED STATES, ERST RND WEST. 

(GORBRCHEU) I A" LOOKING TO THE FUTURE <?HERE}, RND IF WE BEGIN 
TO RCT, HOT JUST IN SOUIET-AftERICRN RELRTIDNS, BUT ALSO IN 
INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, IN THE SPIRIT OF RESPONSIBILITY, WHICH I 
THINK NEUERTHElESS WAS PRESENT RT THE GENEVA ftEETINGt WE WILL FIND 
THE ANSWERS TO THE "OST UITAL PROBLE"S AND WAYS OF RESOLVING THEM. 
I R" DEEPLY CONVINCED OF THIS. 

!QUESTION) URLENTIN ZDRIN1 SOVIET UNION. YOU HAVE SPOKEN OF THE 
NEED FOR R HEW RPPRDRCH IN INTERNATIONAL RELRTIDNS TODAY, EUEN FOR 
R NEW WRY OF THINKING. HOW, SPEC1F1CRLLY• DO YOU SEE THIS NEW 
APPROACH, NEW WRY OF THINKING? 



!GOP.BRCHEU) I RM CONVINCED THRT R NEW POLICY IS NEEDED FOR THE 
PRESENT STAGE OF INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, WHICH RR£ INTERLINKED1 RRE 
CHRRRCTERIZED BY R GREAT INTERLINKRGE BETWEEN STRifS, 
IniERDEPENDENCE. WE SEE R NEW RPPRORCH RS BEING THRT THE REALITIES 
OF THE MODERN WORLD WOULD UNDERLIE THE CONTE"PORRRY POLICY OF RMY 
SiRif. THAT IS THE "RIN PRECONDlTIOM FOR THE FORElGH POLICY OF 
STATES TO BE CONSTRUCiIUE, RND FDR ITS I"PLEftENTATIDH TO LEAD TD RH 
InPROUEnENi DF THE WORLD SITUATION. THE PROBLEMS DF PERCE RHD WRR 
RRE AT THE CENTER OF RLL WORLD POLITICS, R PRRTICULRR CONCERN OF ALL 
PEOPLES. IN RLL COUNTRIES, IN THE DEVELOPED CAPlTRLIST, IN 
SOCIRLIST COUNTRIES, IN THE DEUELOPING WDRLD1 THERE RRf ECONOMIC 
PROiLEffS1 THERE RRE SOCIAL PROBLEMS, THERE ARE ECOLOGICAL PROBLEMS. 
THEY CRH BE HORE SUCCESSFULLY RESOLVED ON THE BASIS OF COOPERRTION1 
MUTUAL UNDERSiANDlNG. DIALOGUE lS NEEDED, RN EXPRNSlON OF 
CDuPERRTIDH RND OF iRRDE IS NE£DfD, R JOINING DF FORCES IS NEEDED. 
THfS KUST BE KEPT IN MIND. IN THE END, THE PROBLE"S OF THE 
]EUELOPING WORLD CANNOT BE SHUT OFF, SHlli OFF FRO" WHAT IS BUILDING 
liP THERE. 

WE MUST SEEK IN THIS NEW POLICY ANSWERS TO THE QUESTIONS DF THESE 
ENORfiOLJS CONTINENTS, ANSWERS WHICH CORRESPOND WITH iHESE RERLITlES. 
HERE THERE RRE HUNDREDS OF STATES WHICH RRE STRivING FDR R BETTER 
LIFE. RND THE KOST IMPORTANT ISSUE -- I Rn RfTURHlNG TO IT -- IS 
THAT WE HAUE TO DO EUERYTHING TO STOP THE RR"S RACE. THIS IS HOW 
Un]ERSTOOD BY ALL. IF THIS IS NOT DONE, RLL DUK REMAINING HOPES, 
PLANS AND ACTIONS MIGHT BE WORTH NOTHING. SO I An CONVINCED THRT 
THERE WILL BE NO PROGRESS THROUGH THE OLD RPPRDP.CHES, WHICH TRKE 
INTO ACCOUNT ONLY, WHERE POLICY IS EXCLUSIUELY BOUNDED BY PUP.ELY 
EGOiISTICRL INTERESTS, ALTHOUGH THEY ARE PASSED OFF AS HRTlONRL 
INTERESTS. (SENTENCE AS HEARD) A NEW POLICY IS NEEDED WHICH 
CORRESPONDS TD THE PRESENT STAGE, TAKING lNTD RCCDilNT RLL REALITIES 
WHICH HRUE BEEN BROUGHT TD THE FDiE BY THE UERY COURSE OF THE WORLD 
PROCESS. 

· ~~ ~ ~ -lnUKti 
21 NOU 17422 BR 
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<iEXT) !QUESTION IM EMGLISH WliH SUPERIMPOSED TRANSLAiION) OUR 
STATES JOINTLY DEFEATED FRSClSff. DO YDU iHINK THRT THE SOUlET UNION 
RHD THE UNITED STRTES CAN BE ALLIES AGAIN IN THE STRUGGLE AGAINST 
FRNINEs POUERTYs iERRORISff, POLLililON OF THE ENUIRONKENT, ILLNESSES? 

(GORiRCHEU) THANK YOU FOR REMEMBERING THAT I"PORTRNT ERA OF 
OUR JOINT HISiORY. WE DO REMEMBER THISi WE DO NOi FORGET. RND RS 
R RESULT OF THE GENEUA "EETING, THERE RRE, 1 THINK POSSIBILITIES 
FDR BRORD COOPERATION BETWEEN OUR COUNTRIES RND PEOPLE. AND WHEN 
I SRY THIS I DO NOT OUERSIMPLIFY THE SITUATION! 1 KNOW THE DEPTH 
OF DIFFERENCES WHICH DIUIDE US NOW RND I DO RECOGNIZE TH£ REAL 
SiRTE OF PRESENT SDUIEi-R"ERICRH RfLRiIDNSi BUT I RH CDHU1HCED Tttfii 
•lJ""' ... ,.. PD""'""'•... "'U'"·Lll!ITUG "DDP ... "''R ..... "'ll Ill "OI"•""' ........ Ci"'•,.·"T """"H I n!J lJ . JJl.DU: -- till. ui1J11 l.' 'tit I lU11 ri t'tW~Ltn;, nbULJ ilii1lt. 

YOU SPERK. BUT I SIMPLY DO NOT WANT TO DEAL WITH THE NUANCES OF 
THESE PROBLEMS HOW. WE CRN RELEttSE1 IF WE SiuP THE RRKS RACE, 
URST ~EANS TO CO"E TD THE RID OF iHE DEVELOPING COUNTRIES. IF 
TODRY IH LATIN AMERICA R UAST NUMBER OF PEDPLE ARE STRRUlNG -- RHD 
THIS INCLUDES THE 50 PERCEHT OF THE CHILDREN WHO RKE SUFFERING FRO" 
fiALNUTRITlON, IT SEE"S -- 1 HAUE BEEN GIVEN DRTR THAT WITH R 
REDUCTION BY ONLY SD"E 5 TO 1u PERCENi1 THIS PROBLEff CAN BE RE"OVED. 
lAS HEARD) ALL THIS IS INDEED WORTHWHILE FOR US TD THINK ABOUT. 
1 WELCOnE YOUR QUESiION AND I THINK -- TD REPLY TO IT 
RFFIR"ATIUELY -- 1 SAY THRT THIS DOES NOT nERM iHRT CERTAIN 
NUANCES DO NOT EXIST BETWEEN US DH THESE PROBLEnS1 THE APPROACH 
TO THESE PROBLEMS. 



iQUESTION) GOOD DRY, KY NRffE lS RODGERS; l RK A CORRESPONDENT 
OF THE AnERICAN iRORDCASTIHG COnPRNY IN ffOSCDW. <SENTENCE BEGUN 
IN RUSSIAN RHD COKPLETED IN ENGLISH) 

!GORBACHEU) WE HAUE MET BEFORE. iRUDIEHCE LAil6HTER) 

tRODGERS1 IN ENGLISH WITH SUPERIMPOSED P.USSIRN) YOU HRUf SAID 
THAT YOU ARE DJSRPPOINTED WITH PRESIDENT RER6RN'S iEPLY ON STRR 
WRRS. TELL KE, PLERSE! rs THE WORLD R SRFER PLRCE THANKS TD YOUR 
~,..P" ... .,. \\JI\" 

ntt 1 lnu :' 

f GOP.BRCHEU) I THINK THRi 1 WOULD BE TAKING LIBERTIES IF I 
WE~E iu CLAIM THAT EUEH IN THE PRESENCE -- THAT IS, WHEN THERE ARE 
THE SAME NUMBER OF WEAPONS RFTER iHE nEETING RS BEFORE THE MEETING, 
THAT THE WORLD HRS BECOME SAFER. BUT IN fiNY CRSE, 1 iHINK iHE 
nEEiIHG ITSELF, ITS RESULT, IS R DEFIMITE £DNiRJBUTION iD THE 
STRENGTHENING OF SECURITY, FOR IT LRYS THE FOUMDRTIGHS FOR R PRiH 
TOWAR] UHDERSTRNDING, RESPECT, DIALOGUE -- THRT lS1 EUERYTHING 
WHICH ASSISTS iHE SiRENGiHENIUG OF SECURITY. THuS1 I THINK THAT 1N 
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tTEXT) (gLJfSiIOH) HIKHRIL SERGEYEVICH, WHAT SPECIFIC PRACTICAL 
STEPS COULD THE SOU1Ei LlHION AND THE uUITED STATES TAKE TO HALT THE 
ttkfiS RACE RS SOON RS POSSIBLE? 

(GORBACHEV) IT SEEMED TD ftt ittRi I DEUDiED nY ENTIRE SPEECH TO 
THIS. HO~EUER, 1 SHOULD LI¥.E TD SAY THP.i WE HAUE Tu STOP. IF WE 
CRN AUOID AN ARKS RRCE IH SPACE, WHRT WE HAVE CDNTRlBUTED RND WHRT 
THE AnERICAH SfDE HRS CONTRIBUTED, ENABLES US TD ADURNCE TOWARD ERCH 
,...,., , ,.,.. .... ..... ""~s-., ,..,..!l!t ...... ·u"~"",.·E"· ·~ ,-\~ .. l.· .... a~·"'T'' ,.,.. ~. , ,...,~~. L~''~L ~ ~.r. u· ... 
UiHti(1 iU ~i:.tf. l.Unr'K' nl~ ~, iU :Jttl. r'nKl i Ni t1 LUWti( tVt • l t.u · Lli 

DF CDLJRSE RDD1 THERE IS R GOOD RECHRNISn FDR THIS1 THE GENEUR TALKS. 
I SHOilLD LIKE TO ADD FURTHER THAi WE HOPE THAT THE AnERICRH 

RDffIHiSTRAiION HRS HOi YET SRID 1TS LRST WORD ON iHE BttNNIMG DF RLL 
TESTS OF NilCLEAR WEAPONS. THE WHOLE WORLD IS IN FRUDR DF THIS, TttE 
WHOLE WORLD. THE AMERICAN SIDE STILL HAS Tifff TO THINK DUER THE 
SITURTIDN. TH1S WOULD BE R iRE"fMDOUS STEP. 1 THINK THIS IS 
RNOTHER STEP WHICH WOULD SPEED UP THE PROCESS DF HRLTIH6 THE RRKS 
RACE AND REDUCING RRNRMEMTS. I THINK IT WOllLD FACILITRTE THE 
~,. . ......... ,."'JO: ••i.- ~..,.. ... , .. ,,,.. ,..,..Ul':l"l,.. ... ·" """'ilT\ .",. .-"ra"'""E" .,t: ........ ,.,. . .,~.,.,u,._ ,,. ..... ;,~ 
rKU!,;t;,;,, iiit ui:tttVH rlCl.i:J;,f t11'1J iHt rUKIN I( lRltN;:)ll"ilRU Ur IHt 

PDLITICRL DIALOGUE BETWEEH USSR RHD U.S. LEADEKSHIPS. WE AGREED TO 
EXPAND IT RND I THINK THRi THE PRRTICIPRTIOH OF THE TOP LEADERS OF 
DU~ COUNTRIES TOO WILL FACILITATE THIS. RHD RNOTHER THlHGi THE 
"UT. .... . -.• r ... ,. . .. il~''" ' ........ c-.-.. T"' T" ... u····t .. llt ... '1 .. ';tt'· .. ,..L!/,., ..... ,, T" .. •[11 uu~·''ll 
J ~Jt~i Hi !JtRtVHJ j KtrtY. u Ht R IH ~;, Nllt1 1t1tl~ ~nUWn 
,.., , ....... ,.... "·'"' ... ,.. f M."'· .. " ,.,. M(:••,.fll': .. ,, . .... '"L' ... £,. ..... , E,.. ~-..:n ,.,..,..a ... ,.,,, ... , pa nu ... 
~UJJtl.I HNli H n~1 l~ H nnllt~ ~UK NL Y Ufl JJ HR tt1!.H rtUtLtJ n~D 

ERCH RESPONSIBLE PDLITlCIRN, PRRTICULRRLY THE HERD OF OME STATE OR 
ANOTHER, MUST NOW TAKE R FIRM POSITiuH ON THIS nRTTER. THIS WOULD 
BE OF TREMENDOUS SIGNIFICANCE. I THINK THRT fiM RBSOLliif, 
DUERWHELMING "RJORITY OF POLITICIRNS FAUDR SPEEDING UP THE PROCESS 
IN GENEUR RND FINDING WRYS TD HRLT THE RRMS RACE AND GET ON WITH 
DISRRnR"ENT. 

(QUESTION) GDR TELEUISIOH. I REPRESENT GDR TELfUISIDN! <HORST 
RHDfiRTIN). CufiRRDE GENERAL SECRETRRY, 1 HRU£ TWO wUfST10MS FOR YOU, 

THE FIRST QUESTION! COULD YOU PLERSE ASSESS AGAIN, IN YOUR OPiffION, 
WHRi RESULTS, WHAT OUTCOME, IN YOUR OPlNION1 FOR YOU, fiP.E THE MOST 
URLURBLE1 RS ONE NIGHT SHY THE MOST I"PDRTAMT FRON THESE TALKS? THE 
SECOND QUESTION: THIS rs TttE SECOND iinE IN R "OMiH AND H HALF iHAT 
YOU HRUE nET LEADERS FRON CRPITRLISi COUNTRIES. COuLD iuu DESCRIBE 
.. ,, .. ""·A',,. ,.,.,.. r-~r.t:I .. I"'~·u'"",. U"F ,... .. ~: -r•r .... .A, •·•n· ,, .. ,. .. , .. ,..,. r":.' : "' ........... 1,. , r'l-

iHt iWLt u;c: .:;lU11 r l.Hlll.t i-·uu i !..HL .i.ilriLUIJUt 111 ~Ui'UH I LtL•tLJ l.ir! 
,.. • ....,i, f' I"'\ 1 ,..,,,.., f't1' ...,,,,. P'\ ... :-,. • .-lf..,. ~ .. t.i,.- "ll ~. ~.\ ''1 tll"'\ .,.,,,1"f'. t".~,.."'•C11 .,. i-.r. ,,,-~.I". 

Hi IHl;, LtVtl ni int r"l(t;,t11J llni: lri ~UL!.1 ttb rUIHiiii'JtNlnL D;,ut;,f 



OF CDLJRSE1 IT WOULD HAUE BEEN SO ~UCH BETTER IF WE HAD REACHED 
"'"'"p- .. ~ ... "· .,,., ,. ... uE1'r. ,,,., .... 1\I"' u,. . ... 1 ~ 1 ,f"'" ,. ...... 1,. ..... f'..'9' . ... 'P.L ... """ r .... "'· ~"r ...... "' "'· ~ t• 't-

Hb~ttritttl lH bt~ VH UN iHt fiHlttl IHt LtN.KHL rKUi tft Ut ~IUtrl~b lht 
RRMS RRCE. THIS1 UNFDRTuNRiELY1 DlD ttDT HAPPEN. THE RnERICRN SIDE 
SO FAR HRS PROUED NOT RERDY FOR ~RJDR DECISIONS. BUT DH THE WHOLE I 
THINK THAT THIS PROCESS COULD NOT HRUE BEEN COMPLETED lN THESE 2 
""';''"' ,..,, .. ", .,. .. I ... H .............. ,..u .. ,., ....... t: ..... """'H ,. "ra"E' .. " , ~··u ,,,. 1,,. . ..... ~ 
uHf~J tvtff lr I H~ ~tt~ HtLll Un ~UL H NnV ltNUln. Ht HHVt H 
MECHANISM. Bili1 RT THE SRnE TlnE1 THE nEET1nG THRT iDDK PLRCE WRS 
iDO InPDRiRNi RN EUENT TO EVRLURTE IH SDnE SORT OF SJKPLJSTIC 
CRTEGuRIES. IT HRS PERMITTED R CLEARER UNDERSTANDING OF THE NATURE 
OF OUR DISAGREEMENTS1 THE RE~OURL -- RT LERST l THIN¥. SO ttND HDPE 
SO -- OF CERiAIN PREJUDICED EUALilRTIDMS 1H RELRTIDM Tu THE LJSSR RND 
THE POLICY OF ITS LERDERSHJP, THE CLfRR1N6 RWnY DF THE RCCUMULRTED, 
OR RT LEAST SOME DF THE RCCilnULRTED PREJilDICES. lT HRY HAUE R 
FRUORRBLE INFLUENCE OH THE FURTHER PROCESS OF THE Df UELDPMENT OF 
EUENTS. TRUSi IS Hui RE-ESTAjLISHED IN ONE GO. IT JS MOT RN EASY 
PROCESS. WE LISTENED RTTENTIUELY TO THE PRES1DENT'S RSSURRHtES THRT 
THE UNITED STRTES IS HOT STRIU1N6 FDR SUPERIORITY RND DOES HOT WRNT 
R NUCLERR WRR. WE SINCERELY WANT THESE STATEMENTS TO BE CONFIRMED 
IN iEEDS. WE SHOULD LIKE TO LOOK Ri THE KE£TIM6 RS THE BEGIHMING OF 
A DIALOGUE WITH THE RIK OF GRIHIMG CHANGES FDR THE BETTER, FDR THE 
BETTER BOTH lH SDUIET-RHERICRN RELRTIDNS, AND INDEED IN THE WORLD RS 
R WHOLE. RND IN THRT SENSE 1 WDULD RRTE THE MEETING RS CRERT1NG THE 
POSSIBILITIES FOR nDUlHG FDRWRRDS. SUCH, IN GENERRL OUTLINf 1 IS 
uUP. EvRLURTIDN OF iHE RESULTS AND SIGNIFICRNCE OF THE GEHEUA 
ffEETINGJ AND THIS GJUES ME THE 6RDUMDS1 AS 1 LEAUE HOSPITABLE 
GEnEUR1 TO UIEW THE FliiURE WlTH OPTIMISM. CDKMOM SENSE nUST TRIUMPH. 
TILL WE ~EET RGRIN. (RPPLRUSE) 

(MORE) 
2i HOU i7D3Z BR 
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, .......... , (Gr1;t1tt""'L".·U:JIJ' .. ,.. ""H' RT ru .. F .. !'\ ...... '"'"E""'I"ll"· .................. ... Ui:.~li. a.•u• n~I/ l;) 1· nt jJ(;,; li!U ;,1 UR:' ltit nK;,i 
nlll:'"'"' .. u"tl 
ltUC~ I l 11. • • 

!UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER> MD1 THE FIRST WRS! WHRi RRE THE MOST 
IMPORTANT !WORDS INDISTINCT -- DROWNED RY VOICES) RMD 

iGORBACHEU) I WOULD STRESS, IN ANSWER TO THE QUESTION, FIRST 
OF RLL1 THAT THE GENEUR KEEiING WAS AN I"PDRTnNi STAGE IN 
SOVIET-RMERICRH RELATIONS. Ii LAYS THE FOUNDATIONS FOR THE QUEST 
TO IMPROVE RHD NOR"RLIZE THE" ON fiLL FRONTS AND IN THIS SENSE -- IF 
IT IS CONTINUED IN THE FUTURE, WliH JOINT EFFORTS FRDK BOTH 
SIDES - IT WILL FURTHER THE IMPROUEMENT OF THE SITUAilON IN THE 
WORLD. I WOULD SAY THRT THIS IS A PDLITICRL RESULT, SD TO SPEAK. 

THE GENEUR MEETING -- AT THE CENTER OF RTTENTIOM DUilNG 
THE GEHEVR "EETING WERE ISSUES WHICH iROUBLE All iHE PEOPLES OF THE 
WORLD. RND THE JOINT STATEMENT BY THE LEADERS OF THE SOUIET UNION 
RN» ilHiiED STATES OF AMERICA CONCERNING THE FRCT ittAT THEY COMSIDER 
NUCLEAR WRR TD BE RM IMPOSSIBILITY CNEUOZMDZHNYY), THAT IT CANNOT 
BE SiRRTED1 THRi THEY ARE MOT STRIUlNG FDR MILITARY SUPERIORITY, 
THAT THEY WILL GIOE R HEW IMPULSE TO THE GENEVA PROCESS, HRS IN 
ITSELF ENOR"OUS SIGNIFICANCE IF IT IS CONSISTENTLY IMPLEnEHTED WITH 
iRRCTICAL STEPS. WELL, I RLSO THINK iHRT THIS KEEilNG SHOWED TttRT 
~HRTEUER THE CONDITIOMS1 WE ffUST STRlUf TD MAINTAlN POLITICAL 
JIALOGUE, WHICH WOULD ALLOW THE POSlTIONS TO BE COMPARED, AND 
ENABLE US TO UNDERSTAND ONE RNOTHEi BETTER OM THE BASIS WE 
SttOULD SEARCH FOR A nUTUALLY-RCCEPTRBLE SuLUiIDN TO THE iOPICRL 
PROiLEnS OF OUR RGE. 

'"il .. D .. u"'I .. ~ED "P~ .. H"" .. I".; "'N FnENC" uIT" """"'n•Mn"·s .. r; "'n::i""' "'·"'1ou\ tUnl t:nl rJ ~ t !\tit l ~ H ii H JUr'tltln~U tu iltnN~LHI ,.,. 

THE ITRLIRM JDURNRL LE KRTIN. KilCH IS SAID lM THE SOUIET UNION 
ABOUT THE LOSSES IT SUFFERED DURING WORLD WRR 11. WHAT DOES 
~P. GDP.BRCHEV THINK 40 YEARS AFTER TUE EHD OF THE WAR; WOULD IT BE 
Po f'f' IB' ... TO "EE R 0 E"N .... I"R"'I ""U OF "E1": 111 R""" _,_, Lt .:> it iJ H t.. I U1t lJ ttn Ni!° 

OWRE) 
2i NQlJ 13i9Z BR 
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111REUNIFICRTION OF GER~RNY? 

LD2ii72S 

CTEXT) CGDRBRCHEU) I THINK THAT ALL THESE QUESTIONS WERE 
DISCUSSED AND EXR"INED IN GREAT DEPTH IN THE CililiSE OF THE HELSINKI 
PROCESS. RND THE HELSINKI PROCESS WRS THE Cun"ON U1EW OF RLL 
EUROPEAN STATES, iOGETHEP. WITH THE UNITED STATES RMD CRNRDR. I 
THINK TttRT THE HELSINKI PROCESS RMD RLL <RS HEARD) RUD THE FINRL ACT 
SIGNED BY ALL THE STATES DESERUE TO BE SUPPORTED RND DEVELOPED IN 
EVERY WRY BY us, AND PRECISELY HELSINKI PROUIDES THE ANSWER TO YOUR 
guESTIDH TOO. 

!UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER> R QUESTION THERE, PLEASE. 

£UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER IN FRENCH WITH SUPERinPDSED TRRNSLRTION> 
YOU HRUE SRID THAT YOU CONPLETELY DlSRGREE WITH THE UNITED STRTES 
~~~n"~•uA ~TRR LiffDM u~ul~ I. ~E pns,.IBL~ Tn DI~~u~r TH·s R~~1ui i'ttbHKJli.111.J ;, 111 !(~. 111U JJ I JS ·u J I: u JI.. ~J i un 11: 

CGORBRCHEU> I WOULD HRUE TO REP£RT AGAIN TO R SIGNIFICANT 
EXTENT WHAT I HRUE ALREADY SRID. BUT I WOULD JUST LIKE TO EXPRESS 
DUR POSITION IN R FEW WORDS. 1T R~OUNTS TO THE FRCT THRT WE ARE 
lN R CONSiRUCTIOE FRR"E OF "IND AT THE NEGOTIATIONS IN 6ENEUR. 
WE WlLL STRJUE TO SERRCH FOR SOLUTIONS IN ORDER TO STOP THE RRNS 
RACE RND RCHIEOE R RRDiCRL REDUCTION IN NUCLERR RRftA"ENTS, SO 
THRT LATER, RT SO"E STAGE OF THIS PROCESS, WE RERL1STICRLLY RPPRORCH 
THE QUESTION OF ALTOGETHER EL1"1NRT1NG NUCLEAR WERPONS, BY THEN 
WITH THE PRRTICIPRTION OF THE ENTIRE WORLD CD""UNITY. WE SRY 
FIR"LY THAT THIS IS POSSIBLE, THIS RCHitUE"ENT WOULD BE POSSIBLE 
IF THE DOOR TO THE AR"S RRCE, TO EXPANDING THE ARMS RACE IN SPRCE, 
WERE TD BE TIGHTLY SHUT BOTH BY THE SOVIET UNION AND BY RftERICR. 

!UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER> YOUR QUESTION, PLEASE. NO, NO, HO, NO, 
Ho '"OnD" IND"~T .. NC ... , tN r. J J~ l IJ 

l'i •urr;!""\l ... , .. 1FIE1J"' "PEnvE .. •u Eu,..,""" ""TH snpr"'1111no~ ... D 1"0H"t1'" ...... ~u· ,LJJ1UJCfl ~. nr. K l11 11ULJ~H Nl u c.Kinr ~t ltt .. ~LHllU11) 

THANK YOU. iWORDS INDISTINCT), ASSOC1ATED PRESS. 



CUNlDENTIFIED SPERKER> THE ASSOCIATED PRESS RGEMCY. 

(UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER) GO AHERDf PLEASE. 

'Ull' .. Eu·~ ... I'"'"' "PER 11 En IN .. t1GLISH "JTu "'"PE"'"'"no'·'""r. ... nffll"'' ..... IriN) t nlJJ nllt tJJ " r. tt t" ii n ~U l(Jni" ;,t.u IK ri~LHl u 
...... ............. O"'"E 1

' "OU ,..PO"E '·F THE P"'E'"JDEUT•,.. n'"'l":"'U'Nf'IL "'"·11:tllll"'T 111 ENT TD nr. lJUKJSnl,H •.)1 1 ~ · J. U ·it ~ 11 • .:> t'tit~ n t.Unnl n · 

THE STRR WRRS PRDGRR" RND THRT YOU DJSCUSSED IT IN DETR1l. HOW 
DI» THE PRESIDENT RERCT TO YOUR ARGUMENTS REGARDING THf SiRR WARS 
·;ru""'"'R 111 " ""1"' H .. '"'IRLlJ ...... E '.'0"0 Rr:"UigEH ... "? DD "OU ,. .. £ ... ""'!"·'·"'BI' I ... " ri\ UK n:' JJ !l t t~ HI 1 Urt f(u 11 1;,. 1 .lt ti YU.ljl L ii 

DF SHIFTING THIS QUESTION Olli OF THE IftPRSSE? 

CGORJACHEU> I WOULD REPLY TD YOUR QUESTION LJIE THIS. J 
iHINX THRT THE RMERICRN SIDE HAS £UERY R£RSON AFTER THE "EEiING TO 
THINK DUER RLL THRT WHICH WE SAID. WE RRE HOPING FDR RN 
uNDEP.STRNDING OF OUR RRGUnENTS. iHEY ARE FOUNDEDf WE THINKf ON R 
SENSE WHICtt CORRESPONDS TO THE SPIRIT OF THE JRNURRY ACCORD, NAMELY 
THAT RS THE RESULT OF THE GENEVA PROCESS WE SHOULD ENTER R KDRD OF 
RRDICRL REDUCTIONS IH NUCLEAR WEAPONS ON THE CONDITION DF 
PREUENTJNG, WITH A SI"ULTANEOUS PREvENT1DN OF RRftS RRCE IN SPRCE (RS 
HERRD). RHD THRT DBJECTIU£ HRS B££N DEFINED BY US. THE PRESIDENT 
CONSIDERED Ii TO BE A SHIELD, BUT WE HRUE SHOWN, J HOPE 
CONVINCINGLY, THAT THESE SPACE WEAPONS COULD if USED EQURLLi RGRINST 
NISSILES1 RGAINST SRTELLIT£S RN» AGRIHST FRCillTIES ON EARTH. THESE 
SFRCE WEAPONS ARE R HEW KIND OF WEAPONS AND THEREBY tt NEW SPHERE OF 
RRnS RRCE OPENS UP. 

THEREFORE, IT JS UNACCEFTRBLE. IT WOULD COMPLICATE THE EHiJRE 
SITUATION RND MAKE THE SITUATION AT OUR NEGOTIRTIDNS JN 
GENEUR UERY PROBLEMMRTIC. THEREFOREf 1 RPPRECIATf THAi Ri THE 
PP.ESIDENT~S LEVEL AND AT THE CPSil GENERAL SEC£EiARY'S LEUEL Ii 
HRS BEEN EMPHRSIZED THAT THE WORK WOULD BE RCCELERRTED IN GENEUR 
IN THE COURSE OF NEGOTIRTIONS DH iHE BRSlS OF THE JRNilRRY 
RCCORD. NOW THIS IS R POINT OF UIEW RElNFuRCfD NOT ONLY BY FOREIGN 
RFFRIRS ~INISTERS' SIGNATURES BUT RLSO BY STATE LEADERS. WE U1EW 
THIS RS A SPECIFIC SIGNAL RHD HOPE. 

OiDRE1 
21 NOlJ 1827Z BR 
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111~rr~n~L H'~n HOPt~ ... .J Un n.11 , 

(LJNIDEHiIFIED UDICE) WHAT IS YOUR QUESTION, PLEASE? 

(UNIDENiIFIED UOICE IN EMGLISH, WITH SUPERinPOSED TRRNSLRTIOH) 
PETER SNOW, BBC TELEUISION 1 NEWSNJ6HT 1 PROGRRN. ftR GENERRL 
SECRETARY, I REPRESENT THE BBC. IF YOU ARE UNRBLE TO NEGOTIATE RN 
END TO THE RRMS RRCE IN SPACE, WILL YOU BE ABLE TO KEEP UP WITH 
RRERICAN TECHNOLOGY IN THIS FIELD, OR WILL YOU BE LEFT BEHIND? 

(GGRBACHEU) HERE YOU HRUE TOUCHED ON R UERY INTERESTING 
QUESTION. I HAvE TRIED TD SAY ;o "R PRESIDENT IN R FRRNK AND DIRECT 
tONUERSATION THAT, RS IT SEE"S TO ff£, MUCH IN RHERJCAN POLICY IN 
RELATION TO THE SOVIET UNION IS BASED ON nISCDNCEPTlONS. JN ONE 
CRSE1 THEY HRUE IT IN THEIR "INDS, THRT BY THE RRMS RRCE, BY 
CONTINUING ITs THEY WILL EXHAUST THE SOVIET UNION ECONO"ICRLLV, 
WEAKEN ITS INFLUENCE IN THE WORLD AND THUS GIUE THE UNITED STRTES DF 
AMERICA tt FREE HAND. HISTOKY HAS SHRMED THESE PROPHETS. THERE WAS 
R TiftE WHEN OUR SOCIETY HAD DIFFERENT POiENTIAL AND CAPACITIES. NDW 
WE HRUE TREMENDOUS CAPACITIES, AND THIS MlSCDHCEPTIDN IS SI~PLY R 
ttIN»RRNCE TD CONDUCiING A RERLISiIC POLICY. THERE HAVE BEEN 
M .. ,...c,...1,, 1; 1'\,,.,. .... I"""~,. I" ... " ... )llY • 1 .. . 9l~·· ,. . ... 11 ,,."E .. ,,,.... ·HE" .. l\I ...... .. ,. -.... .--.T"'' .. 
ni~ UNLtYI Uri~ ff IHt nlL IHKT ~rhtK IUU. l 1 I~ tU IU UUtK1H~t 

ilSs THEY INUEUTED THE INiERCONTfNTIRL RRLL1SiIC KISSILEs THE 
...... " .. ,,...,,.,.. ~.H,...... ,. .... .. ,.. l ........ LE ........... · "'·" "' 11 ""' I""' ......... ~ rut,..l.l n ... u···:· ... , r;-L.' E r.t.;;rUii~t i.. l'its Nl IH 11 l 1 l i ll'Jt LHbs t;u! I t.11rlt. 11 Jl ,_ ~;· 

WRRHEAJS APPEARED. THE RESPONSE CAME. WE HAUE fiLWRYS FOUND R 
RESPONSE. 



• I "' ...... i ' "" I .... l I I. 1 I I j I.. ,, I. ;. .;; ii fi .I I.. I.. u ~ J IJ j' .I ,. I j .I i. .I I ;11\ j ;.. .I f.. ;.. I.. ' ,;; .f H 11 ~ ~ ;j 

HRS APPARENTLY BEEN TRRNS~ITTED IN SO~E DEGREE TD POLITICAL 
CIRCLES~ AND IN PRRTlCULRR POSSIBLY TO THE PRESIDENT -- THOUGH I Aft 
.. ,.., ....... ~.,..'I'"''"'.,."'"',.• 11i:r ... .. ,,,.~. orr. r.r. "1\1.i-t- ,,19 ~ : ,.,ii .. F~.r:.1t. .. ,.'P . ..,.,,.,,.. ""t:!f·"'r"'r.~. T~.i..1 

i'iUi iiJJtl\ilNU iiiiil liiD l~ ;u1 i>Ui ;it liHi.t U~i'itil ittlJ tri 'KtJJitiii 
1'tla,.. •11.- ···;tEfjTl".,...t) .... H-·''""' H" ,.,.,.~, ... " ... i.1 t .,..,.. ... ,.,, ,., ,..r:~""'I"' .... ,....r.?"ro.1"1"\ u" .. 
iHhl iiit Hn t(!l.n1fa "HI.It l.t'-IHli. lti11J lh Ltl(iii ti ;;;,;•tt,iJ . ;-

1ECHNOLDGY1 iN PRRTlCULRR RS REGARDS CD~PUTER TECH~OL06Y RHD RADIO 
TECHNOLOGY. RGAIN THERE RPPERRS THE DESIRE TO SEIZE THIS RHD 
RCHIEUE RH RDVRNTRGE, RND HER£ RGA1M THAT FIHE WinGED PHRRS£ 
RESOUNDS THRGuGH THE RIR, JOHNSON'S PHRASE, PRESIDENT JOHNSOM'S. HE 
ONCE SRID, LONG AGO, THAT THE HRTIDM WHICH RULES IM SPACE WILL RLSD 
RULE ON EARTH. SDnE PEOPLE RRE RUBBING THEIR HHNDS OVER TttlSi iHEY 
ARE SO KEEN, YOU SEEJ TD ACHIEUE THlS WORLD SUPREMACY, TD LOOK DOWN 
ON THE WHOLE WORLD FROH RBOUE -- DLD A~BlTIONS, FROM TttOSE YEARS. 

THE WORLD HAS CHfiHGED R Lui IN KRHY iESPECTS. SO IF ONE SPEAKS 
OF THIS SD-CALLED TECHNOLOGICAL SUPERIORITY WHICH iHEY CDNiEMPLRTE 
REALIZING WITH THE SDI, THUS PUTTING THE SOUIET UNION IN R 
DIFFICULT POSITION, THIS IS ANOTHER MISCONCEPTION. R RESPONSE WILL 
BE FOUND. I SRID TO THE PRESIDENT, BEAR IN ffIMDs ffR PKESIDENT1 YOU 
DO NOT HAUE SinPLETOHS SITTING IM FRDNi OF YOU. RND IF THE 
PRESIDENT WRS GRIPPED BY THIS IDER, THEN IT WRS NY OBLIGATION RS 
GENERAL SECRETARY, IN»EED IT IS THE DBLIGRiION DF RLL iHE SOUIEi 
LERDERSHIP1 TO GD THOROUGHLY INTO THIS; AFTER RLL, iHIS IS iHE 
PRESiDENi'S POINT OF UIEW TO 60 INTO THIS IDEA. WE CONSIDERED lT RND 
CAKE TO THE CONCLUSION THAT IF WE PROCEED ALOiG THIS ROADJ AND THERE 
..... A ................... N pr::o"o"· 0 L ... "u" 111 ........ "'l;t ........... H..,u SID"" .... , .......... , ..... , ... 
l~ ~cKIHl ~ r ~n rK n IHt HntKJ~ ~ t' -- Ltl ~ ~ttJ Ltl J 

STUJY IT, IN GENERRL, LET US DISCUSS NOT THE QUESTION DF NOT 
PERMiiiING THE ff ILiiRRIZRTION DF SPRCE1 BUT WHRT WEAPONS TO TRKE 
INiD SPRCE -- THEN WE RRE AGRINSi THIS. WE ARE RGRINST THE RACE. 
WE ANALYZED THE OTHER SIDE OF THE wUESTlOH TOO. ALL RISHT1 IF THE 
tt"ERICRNS DO HOT ACCEPT OUR ARGUMENTS RND OUR GOOD W1LLs SO ittRT WE 
COULD RT LEAST START RLDNG THE ROAD OF R REDUCTION IN RRnRffEHTS, THE 
REDUCTION OF MUCLERR RR~RM£MTS1 THOSE WHICH NOW EXIST, RHD IF THEY 
TRKE THIS OTHER COURSE1 WE SHRLL DF COURSE FIND R RESPONSE. RND THE 
INSTRUCTIONS WHICH THE SDUIET LEADERSHIP GRUE IN THE PAST TD THE 
CDNPETENT RUTHORITES1 ORGRNIZRTIONS AND SCjfNTISTS SHOW THRi DUR 
RESPONSE WILL BE EFFECTfUE1 RHD LESS EXPENSIVE1 RND THAT IT CAN BE 
lfiPLERENTED IN R SHORTER PERIOD. 

BUT DUR POLITICAL CHOICE DOES HOT CONSIST OF THIS, HOT DF 
WELCO"ING SUCH R TLJRH OF fUENTS1 THAT WE SHOULD PROCEED ALONG THE 
P.DRD OF R SUITABLE RESPONSE TO THE SDI, BUT iHRT WE SHOULD RLL THE 
SAME THINK OUER THE SiiURTION AND PURSUE R RESPONSIBLE PDLlCY DH THE 
<.,...,..,A ,.. .. "'"":d~'""l.! "r-ur".r- "ti -PHr-' 1::"'"""'"" LJro ... ,,.., ur.l". 'P. l"'.U.-. ~''~ 1 r.u.-.•~tr.,... ,,..,. 
.IHtJi;, UI'" ~UnnUn ;,1:n;,;1:1 U~ iHt .OH;,1;, r il11: /'IUUlJ Hrili iHi: LUf'ffJlf'fuJ Ur 
PEOPLE, RND NOT WHIP UP, NOT CDnPLICATE1 THIS MOST ACUTE FROBLEn OF 
EXTERNRL IHIERURTIDNRL RELRTIONS. 



111EXTERNAL INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS. 

L ""· ""'J~r:,. .l.ILl.i i' ..sb 

lTEXTl CQUESTIOHl CZECHDSLDURK TELEVISION RND RUDE FRAUD 
~EWSPRPER. COMRADE GORBRCHEU, I HRUE R UERY SHORT QUESTION: 1H WHICH 
SPECIFIC AND PRACTICAL SPHERES CRN YOU SEE THE FDSSiBILITJES FOR 
DfUELOPING SOU1ET-RRERICRN RELRTIDNS AFTER THE MEETING WITH 
PRESIDENT RERGRH. 

tGORBACHEU) (71 THINK) THE PDLITICRL DIALOGUE WILL BRDRD£Nj WE 
HAUE AGREED TO UISIT EACH DTHfR, RHD THE DIRLOGuE WILL Bf CONDUCTED 
RT UARrous LEUELSr COHSULTRTIDNS WILL TAKE PLACE. THIS UERY FACT, I 
THINKr HAS TO BE WELCOffED. WE SHALL HAUE OPPORTUNITIES FOR 
BILATERAL COOPERATION IN THOSE SPHERES ON WHICH WE HAUE AGREED. I 
THINK THAT WE SHALL CONTINUE, AND WILL BROADEM DUR CONSULTATIONS ON 
THE EXAffINRTION OF REGIONAL PROBLEKS RND iHE STRTE OF THE SlTuATIDN 
IN VRRIDUS REGIONS. AND F1NRLLY1 WE HDPE THRT IN BOTH DUR BuSINESS 
CIRCLES RND lH AnERICAN iUSINESS CIRCLES THE KUTURL INTEREST WILL BE 
PRESERUED. I KNOW THIS FOR CERTAIN. I THINK THAT CHANGES 1N OUR 
RELRTIONS, IF THEY FOLLOW SUCH A DIRECTION WILL ALSO MAKE IT 
POSSIBLE TD DEVELOP THE SCALE OF THIS CDOPERRTIGN lN THIS SPHERE RS 
WELL. 1 TELL YOU THAT WE RR£ RERD1 TD INVITE AffERlCRH BilSINESS 
CIRCLES TD TAKE PRRT IH CARRYING OUT LARGE PROJECTS. WE HRUE GREAT 
PLANS. WE RRE DOING R LOT RT PRESENT WITH WEST EUROPEANS TD RAlSE 
HIGHER AND TD BROADEN THE FRAMEWORK OF OUR ECOND"IC COOPERATIOHi WE 
WELCDffE THIS. AND THEN I HAUE EXPRESSED THE UlEW TD KR PRESIDENT 
THAT ONE ~UST NOT UNDERESTIMATE THIS SPHERE OF ECONOMIC HUTUAL 
RELRTIDNS1 FIRST OF ALL BECAUSE (PRUSES) -- NOT BfCRuSE AMERICA 
CANHOT SURUIUE WITHOUi SUCH ECDND"IC RELATIONS DR THRi WE CRN»OT 
SURUIUE WITHOUT A"ERICR1 Bilis THANK GODs WE SHRLL SURUIUE RND I HOPE 
RMERICR WILL SURUJUE TOO -- BUT BECAUSE THIS IS R NRTERlAL BASE FDR 
POLITICAL RELRTIDNS1 H BRSE FDR THE IffPiDvEnENT OF RELRTIDMS, FDR 
THE CREAilON RHD FOR"RiION DF A SITUATION OF TRUST, BRDRDENIHG DF 
CONiRCTS ALSO RT THIS LEUEL. OPENLY SPEAKING, THROUGH iHE ECDNOnY 
WE GET NORE DEPENDENT ON EACH OTHER, RHD THIS DEPEMDEMCE THEN IS 
REFLECTED IM SOLUTION DF POLITICAL PROBLEMS TOO. 1 THINK THE 
FURTHER BROADENING OF ECONOMIC R£LRTIONS WOULD BE IN RCCDRD WITH 
' ,..,,.,~ 1".-ow "'"'T ......... ,. .• "" D .. ~U"'TU .H .. ,. ....... £~ ; ,~·nu .... u ..... H,. UN. •Er1 ,.. ......... ,..,.., 
LUfHrit.rd'f Hi t.Kt.;,1;, r D .n i t. ~UVl I Unlun t1nll i t. li iJ ::>ittlt.J 

DF RnERICR; WE RR£ HOT BRRGIHG IN UNINUITED1 FDR GOODNESS SAKE. 
(LAUGHTER)? 

.· ; ·11"'T.·,.t:~" ... E .... ;.r..,.. ... , , ""''·T r • •• .,.,,.. ... I,..u 
lU11lllt.i1llt"l lJ VUH.t.J LH:, i:HH:.~I Ui1. 

(GORBRCHEU) YES, AND I SHALL FLY. 

(DIFFERENT UNIDENTIFIED UOICEl LAST QUESTION FLEAS£. 
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///ON THE PLANE. 

CTEXTl (UNIDENTIFIED UDICE IN ENGLJSH WITH SUPERIMPOSED 
~USSIRN TRRNSLATIDN> FRD~ ARAB REPORT, lfBRNDN. TALKING ABOUT •. E,..,.-", ...... ,., t,_,.,.I.'" ' "' t 1,.. t,,.. t t l"'.1\ T;,..,,,.,,.,,,,,,.,,..'P: ,.,,,.. ~I"'"'L,.. ,.,.,,. .. ,. """ ........ , 
;; ud.iimL l.iLJt;j1 UNJJ Htii..it iLJU .J1::cu~;;jtli tHt 11 liu t tn;jfj HNL! lN 
.,.,,,..-:,. ... - ; 1 ~ ,..,.,... · ,....,..,..t!Q"I,.. ,.,.. ,,,..,.. n£~,. .. ,,.,. , ........ ,,D.,.,.. ,..,. .. ".,. •11r: , ,..,., • .,.r.,. 
rH;;iiliJLnK Lt.OHri ' tt! ii" itJf if Kt !Ht Hlll/U t~ ui" tHt iiiU LtriLit;:;; 

....... t, .. , ,. .... ~E'"'~ ,. .... ~ ,, .,.. .. , .. f'\ 

utvtLUrn Hi Ur tVtNiJ 

WHRT ARE YOUR ASSUMPTIONS ABOUT 
IN HHS REGION? 

(GORBACHEV> IN OUR MEEiING WE DEfilT MORE WITH THE THEORETICAL 
SIDE OF THE PROBLEM, RND ALTHOUGH THE REGIONS OF CENTKAL AffERICR1 
THE NEAR EAST, RHD AFRICA WERE n£HTIOMED1 STILL UIRTUALLY ALL THE 
TIME WAS DEUOTED TD EXAMINING THE THEDRETTCRL S1DE DF THES£ 
QUESTIONS, RND WE AGREED TO CDNiINilE Pul1TICRL CDHSULTRTIOMS RHD TD 
EXPAND THE FRRnEWORK OF INiERRCiIDN OM REGIONAL PROBLEMS. 

tUNIDEnTIFIED S?ER¥.ER! NIKHttll SERGEiEUICH, RS ALWAYS, 

GORBACHEU) I RESPECT TttE WRITER SEMENOU, YET HE IS ALSO A 
JOURNALIST TO R CONSIDERABLE EXTENT. 

(LJNIDENTIF1ED SPEAKER) MIKHAIL SERG£YEUICH, JUST HOW 
FinE PHRASE! wE fiUSi STilDY THE ART OF LIUIN6 TOGETHER. 

U ,-. I: ,. ,-, 'I 'P. f", 

iUU ~HllJ ri 
MY 

E:~PER I EiiCE fiS R 
. J.S. FflnS RND 

WRITER SRYS THRT SlNCE THE MISERABLE nRCRRiHY ERR1 
.. ,.., .,.., • .,, ....... ,,,, ... ,,,... ,,r ''U.,.""·r:.,.uur-. ~.-," ... r:,.·uu """' ...... n"""r- r\~ 

ltLtVlJlUN HHVt LJ1tl"Url'.I sttlftli li10'hi1t Nii lftnbt Ur 

SDUIET MRN FDR THE RnERICRN PEOPLE RS SOnE SORT OF MDHSiEk. DO YOil 
iHINK THAT NOW1 AFTER THE GENEVA "EETIHG1 IT WOULD BE RDUISRBLE TD 
TAKE R FRESH LOOK Ri SUCH R CONCEPT RND SPERK MORE OBJECiIUELY, SO 
TO SPERK1 RBDUi THE SDUlEi PEOPLE RS R PRRTUER OF iHE AMERICRM 
PEOPLE? 

!GORBACHEU) YOU KNDW1 COnRRDE SEKEHDU1 I'll Pili 
SHOULDN'T PUT RLL THE BLANE DH POLJilCAL lERDERS. 

...,.,,. "'f":&*t, .. St.r\!S '''•'' 

l f i ii l ~ nH 1 ' i UU 
(Lfili6HTER) 

POLITICAL LEADERS HAUE REACHED RGREENENT TD EXPAND CillTURRL 
CONTACTS RHD EXCHRNGES. THIS INCLUDES THE RRER OF KOUIES. YOU 
nEET EACH OTHER, SD WHY HOT RERCH R6REEnENT WITH EtiCH OTHER? 
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Fusion is the energy source of the sun. Magnetic fusion (also 
known as controlled thermonuclear fusion) is the process of 
combining together hydrogen nuclei to produce helium, with the 
release of energy. This requires raising the hydrogen to a very 
high temperature (millions of degrees) and confining the plasma 
with strong magnetic fields. The essential features of this 
process have been demonstrated circa 1983 in several devices in 
various laboratories. 

Since the 1950s, scientists of several nations have been engaged 
in magnetic fusion energy research. Steady progress has been 
made toward understanding the underlying problems of magnetic 
fusion. 

Magnetic fusion energy offers the potential for an inexhaustible 
supply of energy in the mid-to-late twenty-first century, but 
there are many unanswered questions that need to be solved and 
economic problems which must be overcome before practical and 
commercial use of fusion is realized. 

The United States, the Soviet Union, Western Europe, and Japan 
all have fusion energy research programs, and there is a 
substantial amount of cooperation between them. For example, 
U.S. and Soviet scientists regularly visit each other's 
laboratories, and both sides have benefitted from these 
exchanges. 

President Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev today advocated 
the widest practical development of international cooperation in 
obtaining this source of energy which is essentially 
inexhaustible for the benefit of all mankind. 

The United States and the Soviet Union are consulting with other 
countries with resources and expertise to contribute to this 
research effort. 

Regarding the transfer of technology, the basic knowledge of 
fusion devices is well understood by scientists of many nations, 
and advanced devices have been designed and operated by several 
nations, including the Soviet Union. U.S. and allied 
participation in this project will, as always, be governed by 
strict adherence to existing COCOM guidelines to prevent the 
transfer of sensitive technology with military potential. 

# # # 



Qs and As on Fusion Project 

Q: Aren't we giving away sensitive technology? Will such 
international cooperation compromise hard-won COCOM controls on 
technology transfer? 

A: THE SOVIET UNION IS A WORLD LEADER IN FUSION AND OPERATES A 

FUSION REACTOR SIMILAR TO THE U.S. TOKAMAK FUSION TEST REACTOR 

(TFTR) AT PRINCETON, NEW JERSEY. TOKAMAK IS AN ACRONYM TAKEN 

FROM FOUR RUSSIAN WORDS: TOROID (MEANING CYLINDER OR DOUGHNUT, 

WHICH REPRESENTS THE CONFIGURATION OF THE HEART OF THE 

MACHINE) 1 KAMERA (MEANING CHAMBER), ~GNIT (MEANING MAGNET), 

AND KATUSHKA (MEANING COIL). THIS SERVES TO REMIND US THAT THE 

SOVIETS DEVELOPED THE ORIGINAL CONCEPT FOR THE TOKAMAK AND 

SUBSEQUENTLY IT WAS TAKEN UP BY THE OTHER MAJOR PLAYERS IN 

FUSION. 

COOPERATIVE FUSION RESEARCH WITH THE SOVIETS WOULD NOT 

RESULT IN THE TRANSFER OF COCOM CONTROLLED TECHNOLOGY TO THE 

SOVIET UNION. U.S. AND ALLIED PARTICIPATION IN THE PROGRAM 

WOULD BE GOVERNED BY STRICT ADHERENCE TO COCOM WITH NO 

EXCEPTIONS. THE •No EXCEPTIONS• POLICY IS IMPORTANT TO SUSTAIN 

THE CREDIBILITY OF OUR CURRENT COOPERATIVE REGIME WITH THE 

ALLIES ON EXPORT CONTROLS. 
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Q: If other Western countries don't join, will the U.S. and 
USSR proceed on a bilateral basis? 

A: THE UNITED STATES BELIEVES THAT THE OPPORTU/NITY TO JOIN 

TOGETHER TO DEVELOP MAGNETIC FUSION FOR PEACEFUL PURPOSES WILL 

WILL BE ATTRACTIVE, AND THAT OTHER COUNTRIES WILL WANT TO 

PARTICIPATE. 

Q: Why are you reducing the fusion budget in the U.S. and at 
the same time agreeing to this project? 

A: THE ADMINISTRATION'S REDUCTION IN THE U.S. FUSION RESEARCH 

BUDGETS REFLECTS OUR LONG-TERM VIEW THAT THERE ARE MANY 

FUNDAMENTAL SCIENTIFIC QUESTIONS THAT NEED TO BE SOLVED. 

CONSEQUENTLY, OUR FIRST PRIORITY HAS BEEN TO STRENGTHEN OUR 

BASIC RESEARCH BASE AND INCREASE AVAILABLE RESOURCES TO ANSWER 

THE CONCEPTUAL PROBLEMS. A MULTILATERAL COOPERATIVE VENTURE 

WILL PERMIT US TO POOL RESOURCES. 
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Q: What is the status of the USSR magnetic fusion research 
program relative to the United States? 

A: THE USSR HAS MAINTAINED A POSITION OF ROUGH SCIENTIFIC 

PARITY WITH RESPECT TO THE U.S. IN BASIC FUSION RESEARCH. THEY 

ARE CURRENTLY OPERATING FOUR MAJOR TOKAMAK DEVICES, EACH OF 

WHICH IS DESIGNED TO EXPLORE AN ASPECT OF THE FUSION PROCESS. 

THEY APPARENTLY ARE PLANNING A FIFTH SUCH DEVICE. THEY ALSO 

HAVE EXPERIMENTAL FUSION DEVICES BASED ON DIFFERENT PHYSICAL 

PRINCIPLES FROM THE TOKAMAK. SO THE SOVIETS HAVE A VERY BROAD 

FUSION RESEARCH PROGRAM COMPARABLE IN SCOPE TO OUR OWN. 

Q: Will this research have relevance for SDI? 

A: THE OBJECTIVES OF MAGNETIC FUSION RESEARCH AND SDI ARE 

COMPLETELY DIFFERENT. 
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Q: What specific projects will this cooperative venture 
undertake? 

A: IT WILL TAKE SOME TIME TO EVALUATE RESEARCH TO DATE IN 

ORDER TO MAKE A JUDGMENT ON THE OPTIMUM NEXT STEP TOWARD THE 

PRACTICAL REALIZATION OF FUSION ENERGY. IT WILL ALSO TAKE TIME 

TO CONSULT ABOUT PARTICIPATION OF OTHER COUNTRIES, AND TO WORK 

OUT AN EQUITABLE SHARING OF COSTS. THE INTEREST OF THE TWO 

LEADERS WILL ENSURE THAT THIS EVALUATION IS A PRIORITY EFFORT. 

Q: What other countries qualify for participation? 

A. WE CERTAINLY WANT PARTICIPATION FROM THE OTHER TECHNICALLY 

ADVANCED COUNTRIES WITH SUBSTANTIAL FUSION RESEARCH PROGRAMS --

THE EC COUNTRIES AND JAPAN. OTHER COUNTRIES WITH RESOURCES AND 

EXPERTISE TO CONTRIBUTE MAY ALSO PARTICIPATE. 
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Q: If you restrict sensitive technologies, won't you be tying 
one hand behind your back in what is already a very problematic 
technological engineering feat? 

A: OUR FUSION ENERGY RESEARCH PROGRAM TO DATE HAS PROGRESSED 

STEADILY USING UNCLASSIFIED TECHNOLOGY. U.S. AND SOVIET 

SCIENTISTS ROUTINELY VISIT EACH OTHER'S LABORATORIES. 

ANY MULTINATIONAL PROJECT WOULD BE CARRIED OUT WITHIN 

EXISTING COCOM GUIDELINES TO PREVENT TRANSFER OF SENSITIVE 

TECHNOLOGY WITH MILITARY POTENTIAL. 

Q: was this a U.S. or a Soviet initiative? 

A: SOVIET FOREIGN MINISTER SHEVARDNADZE RAISED THIS ISSUE WITH 

SECRETARY SHULTZ IN OCTOBER. WE HAVE SUBSEQUENTLY STUDIED THE 

IDEA AND CONCLUDED IT HAS MERIT, AND HAVE MADE SOME SUGGESTIONS 

OF OUR OWN ON HOW TO PROCEED. THE PROPOSED ACTIVITY IS A 

NATURAL PROGRESSION OF THE EXISTING AGREEMENTS BETWEEN THE U.S. 

AND USSR AS WELL AS OTHER INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENTS ON FUSION 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT. 
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Q: Won't this project divert funds from the Administration's 
SDI initiative? 

A: THE U.S. SHARE OF SUCH A PROJECT WOULD REQUIRE A MUCH 

SMALLER COMMITMENT OF FUNDS THAN THE SDI, SO THERE IS LITTLE 

POTENTIAL FOR DIVERSION. IN ADDITION, THE OBJECTIVES OF FUSION 

RESEARCH AND THE SDI ARE COMPLETELY DIFFERENT, AND EACH 

DESERVES SUPPORT ON ITS OWN MERITS. 

Q: It is reported that the DOD is against this proposal. 
Why? Has this been resolved satisfactorily? 

A: ALL OF US BELIEVE THAT THERE ARE MANY QUESTIONS WHICH NEED 

EXPLORATION PRIOR TO A FINAL DECISION, INCLUDING PARTICIPATION 

OF OTHER COUNTRIES, COST SHARING AND PRELIMINARY SCIENTIFIC 

RESEARCH AS TO THE FEASIBILITY OF A JOINT PROJECT. ALL USG 

AGENCIES HAVE AGREED THAT THESE ISSUES REQUIRE FURTHER 

INVESTIGATION. 

Q: Do you expect Eastern European countries and China to take 
part, and if so, what can they contribute? 

A: WE WOULD WELCOME THEIR PARTICIPATION, INCLUDING SHARING OF 

COSTS. 
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Q: What has been achieved by the Fusion Exchange Agreement 
signed in 1973? 

A: THE U.S. HAS COOPERATED WITH THE USSR SINCE 1973 UNDER THE 

AGREEMENT FOR COOPERATION IN THE FIELD OF PEACEFUL USES OF 

ATOMIC ENERGY. THE AGREEMENT, WHICH WAS RENEWED IN 1983, CALLS 

FOR SCIENTIFIC EXCHANGE AND COOPERATION ON EXCHANGE PROJECTS OF 

INTERESTS. CURRENTLY THERE ARE TWELVE EXCHANGES OF TEAMS OF 

SCIENTISTS, SIX TO THE USSR FROM THE U.S. AND SIX VICE VERSA. 

THE U.S. HAS BENEFITTED SIGNIFICANTLY FROM THE BREADTH OF 

THE SOVIET PROGRAM, AND IN PARTICULAR FROM ITS CONSIDERABLE 

THEORETICAL CAPABILITIES. FOR EXAMPLE, THE U.S. FUSION PROGRAM 

HAS BEE~i ABLE TO MONITOR DEVELOPMENTS IN FIELDS WHICH RECEIVE 

LITTLE OR NO SUPPORT IN THE U.S. PROGRAM. MOST IMPORTANTLY, 

THE SOVIETS HAVE TWICE SIGNIFICANTLY INFLUENCED THE DIRECTION 

OF THE U.S. FUSION PROGRAM: (1) SOVIET EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS ON 

TOKOMAKS COMPLETELY CHANGED THE NATURE OF THE U.S. PROGRAM, AND 

(2) A SOVIET DEMONSTRATION EVENTUALLY LED TO THE TANDEM MIRROR 

PROGRAM AT LAWRENCE LIVERMORE NATIONAL LABORATORY. 
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US-USSR GENERAL EXCHANGES AGREEMENT 

On November 21, 1985, the United States of America and the Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republics signed a general exchanges 
agreement in Geneva. Formal cultural and educational exchanges 
with the Soviet Union have existed for more than twenty-five 
years. The signing of this Agreement is the culmination of a one 
and a half year process which began in June, 1984 when President 
Reagan announced that the U.S. was prepared to initiate 
negotiations on this important agreement. 

More Direct Contact Between U.S. and Soviet Peoples 

In last Thursday's Address to the Nation on his meeting with 
General Secretary Gorbachev, President Reagan said, "enduring 
peace requires openness, honest communications, and opportunities 
for our peoples to get to know one another directly." Over the 
years a major vehicle for this important process has been the 
General Exchanges Agreement between the U.S. and the Soviet 
Union. This agreement is a concrete expression of that desire. 

Goals 

In addition to the mutual benefit that comes from sharing 
expertise, resources, and data in solving common problems, and 
the cultural richness both sides gain from sharing their best 
with each other, exchange programs also can help break down 
barriers, lessen distrust, reduce the levels of secrecy, and 
bring forth a more open world. As the President said in his 1984 
speech to the Smithsonian conference on u.s.-soviet Exchanges: 
"Civilized people everywhere have a stake in keeping contacts, 
communication, and creativity as broad, deep, and free as 
possible." 

What the Agreement Includes 

Specific exchange activities addressed in this agreement include: 

reciprocal U.S. and Soviet traveling thematic exhibits 
on aspects of each country's life and society, to travel 
throughout the other country accompanied by language 
qualified guides; 

exchanges of at least ten individual performers and at 
least ten major performing arts groups of each country; 

expansion of academic and educational exchanges, 
including: 15 Fulbright teaching professors, 40 
long-term IREX researchers, language teacher training 
programs, language teacher exchange, exchanges between 
archives and joint seminars; 

exchanges in a wide variety of professional fields such 
as art, theater, sports, film, architecture, music, law, 
journalism, medicine, museums, radio and television; 

exchanges of publications, including book exhibits, 
magazines, technical publications between libraries; 

more (OVER) 
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distribution in the Soviet Union of the magazine America 
Illustrated and in the United States of Soviet Life; 

exchanges of parliamentarians and other government 
officials at federal, state, and local levels; 

expansion of civic and social organization exchanges as 
tourism and sports contacts. 

Background 

Official exchange agreements between the U.S. and the Soviet 
Union have existed since 1958. The American National Exhibition 
provided the setting for the famous 1959 Nixon-Khrushchev 
"kitchen debate." From 1959-72, these activities were sustained 
by a series of two-year agreements. On June 19, 1973, President 
Nixon and General Secretary Brezhnev signed a six-year agreement. 
u.s.-Soviet exchanges expanded through the 1970s when there were 
nearly a dozen bilateral cooperative agreements in force in 
cultural, educational, and scientific and technological fields. 

The Exchanges Agreement, while between governments, paves the way 
for the U.S. private sector to be deeply involved in exchanges. 
Universities, dance companies, theater groups, athletic 
organizations, churches, and professional organizations of 
doctors, lawyers, can all invite their Soviet counterparts to 
visit the United States for conferences, concerts, tours, 
professional symposia. In return Americans will pay return 
visits to all corners of the Soviet Union. 

President Reagan has repeatedly called for increased access to 
television and other media in both countries by agreed 
representatives. In his speech of last week, the President 
asked, "If Soviet spokesmen are free to appear on American 
television, to be published and read in the American press, 
shouldn't the Soviet people have the same right to see, hear, and 
read what we Americans have to say?" The agreement now includes 
the principle of television appearances by representatives of 
each country. 
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Q's and A's on a New U.S.-USSR Exchanges Agreement 

Q: How is this agreement better than the previous one? What 
have we learned? 

A: The previous exchanges agreement with the USSR was a 

solid, well-balanced document. The results of the 

agreements varied~ on balance, however, it opened 

channels of communication, expanded our knowledge of 

the Soviet people and the Soviet system, and increased 

Soviet understanding of the United States and its 

people. All elements of the old agreement have been 

included in the new. 

In addition, we have strengthened the portion on 

academic exchanges, making more specific the 

obligatiops of the two sides. Language has also been 

added assuring greater balance and representation in 

the selection of US performing artists for travel to 

the Soviet Union. 

Q: If we have this agreement, why did the President raise 
other exchange programs separately? 

A: Negotiations on this agreement began in the summer of 

1984. The agreement covers a number of specific, 

traditional programs, some of which were continued in 

the absence of an official agreement, such as academic 

exchanges and the reciprocal distribution of America 

Illustrated and Soviet Life. The President asked that 
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these negotiations come to fruition when ready. To 

improve mutual understanding, however, the President 

also felt the need to reach out to the Soviet people 

with a range of new, bold initiatives, beyond the scope. 

of the agreement. 

Q:: Why have you suddenly rediscovered the value of exchanges 
with the Soviet Union after breaking them off after 
Afgha.nistan.? 

A: We hRve hardly "suddenly discovered the value of 

exchanges." You will recall the President's eloquent 

statement on the value of genuine people-to-people 

contacts in his January 16, 1984, speech when he talked 

about the views and aspirations of average people in 

both countries. Then on June 27, 1984, he emphasized 

the need to establish better contacts between our 

governments and peoples. He also announced that we 

were beginning negotiations on a new exchanges 

agreement and called for the reinvigoration of our 

other bilateral exchanges. 

Private exchanges of students, athletes, musicians and 

entertainers have continued at a steady pace throughout 

this period. 
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The President's Exchanges Initiatives do not signal a 

change in our policy toward Soviet occupation of 

Afghanistan. As the President said in his June 1984 

speech on US-Soviet Cooperative Exchanges "Our 

proposals . are not a signal that we have forgotten 

Afghanistan. We'll continue to demonstrate our 

sympathy and strong support for the Afghan people. The 

United States will support their struggle to end the 

Soviet occupation and to reestablish an independent and 

neutral Afghanistan." 

Q: Was this agreement hurried through so that we would have 
something to sign in Geneva, something to deflect attention 
from arms control? 

A: No. Negotiations on this agreement began in the 

summer of 1984. They were conducted for more than a 

year in a professional and business-like manner on 

both sides. The agreement was concluded when we 

reached a text that was satisfactory to both sides. 

Obviously, we are pleased to have the opportunity to 

sign the agreement here in Geneva. There was no desire 

on our part to "rush" this important agreement, but we 

also saw no reason why it could not be completed during 

this meeting. 
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Q: Why do we need an exchanges agreement at all? 

A: We do not have, as a rule, cultural or educational 

exchanges agreements with other countries. It is our 

preference to let America's own rich, vibrant cultural 

and academic world interact freely with other societies 

without governmental involvement. In the case of the 

Soviet Union, the USG finds it advantageous to have an 

official bilateral exchanges agreement to ensure 

reciprocity. It is our experience that with regard to 

Soviet exchanges, most American academic and other 

private institutions also find USG involvement 

advantageous. 

Q: Does the absence of an official exchanges agreement mean 
there have been no exchanges over the last 5 years? 

A: No. There have been numerous and various private 

exchanges between the U.S. and USSR. The USG 

encourages these people-to-people contacts. The 

exchanges agreement is in no way restrictive and 

places no limits on private sector initiatives. 

In addition, certain programs which fell under the old 

agreement, and which are part of the new one, 

continued in force in the absence of an agreement. 

Academic exchanges continued, although at reduced 
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levels, and the reciprocal exchange of publications --

USIA' s Arnerica Illustrated and the USSR' s Soviet Life -- was 

also maintained. 

Q: What are the major features of this agreement? 

A: There are four major parts of the agreement: 

o (1) reciprocal traveling thematic exhibitions in 

each country staffed by language-qualified 

guides; 

o (2) academic and educational exchanges; 

c (3) performing arts exchanges, groups and 

individuals; and 

o (4) the exchange of America Illustrated and 

Soviet Life. 

Q: Won't the KGB only exploit expanded exchanges to place more 
of its agents in the U.S.? 
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A: Under current practice, the U.S. Government carefully 

reviews each proposed exchangee and program. 

We believe that the measures currently in place are 

effective and yet consonant with our desire to learn 

from Soviet exchange8s and to expose them to American 

education, values, and our society at large. 

Q: Why take the risk of letting Soviets in at all? Why not 
keep them all out and eliminate a.11 risks of espionage? 

A: All democratic countries have a stake in keeping 

contacts, communication, and creativity as broad, 

deep, and free as possible. The Soviet practice of 

sealing their people off and filtering and controlling 

contacts and the flow of information is a primary 

problem which led the President to call for more 

exchanges between our ~ountries. 

United States citizens rightfully believe that their 

society is among the most free, most prosperous, and 

the most conducive to creativity and free expression. 

There is much to gain from exposing large numbers of 

Soviet citizens to our way of life. 
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At the same time we will continue to protect our 

national security by carefully screening each 

applicant for a visa and taking all appropriate steps 

to ensure that espionage agents are not permitted to 

enter the United States. 

Q: Just what are the benefits we get from these exchange 
programs? 

A: Societies evervwhere have a stake in keeping contacts 

and communication as broad, deep, and free as 

possible. By encouraging exchanges of Arnerica.n and 

Soviet citizens in the arts, education, science, 

sports, and other fields we hope to expose 

increasingly large and influential segments of Soviet 

society to our values, intentions, and goals. 

Additionally, we hope to learn more about Soviet 

society and practices as well as to build relationships 

with Soviet academic, scientific, and intellectual 

leaders over a wide spectrum of their society. There 

are also very real benefits that come when exchanges 

of information and accesE to the other country's 

institutions reduce unwarranted suspicions and build 

confidence in our ability to discuss and resolve mutual 

problems. All of this forms a part of the President's 

efforts to strengthen the peace. 
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Q: Don't these exchanges initiatives imply a return to 
business as usual with the Soviets when they continue to 
ignore US requests or. human rights issues? 

A: We have made clear that human rights will remain a 

crucial factor in u.s.-soviet relations. This 

agreement on Pxchanges does not in any way detract from 

the requirement for the Soviet Union to live up to its 

human rights commitmei:ts , 1".0r does it mean that the 

nor does it mean that the U.S. cares any less about the 

fate of individuals subjected to human rights Cl.buses in 

the Soviet Union. 

By exposing lcirge numbers of Soviet citizens to 

American values and our way of life, we will keep faith 

with those in the Soviet Union who are pursuing a more 

democratic and just society. 

In protesting actions which suppress basic human rights 

we must not take out our indignotion on those not 

responsible. That is why the President feels we should 

broaden opportunities for Americans and Soviet citizens 

to get to know each other better on a direct basis. 
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Cooperation between the US and USSR over many years in 

scientific and technical fields such as atomic energy, 

environmental protection, housing and construction, 

and many others, has yielded many scientific 

benefits. These bP-nefits arise from combi~ing 

resources, drawing on each other's expertise or 

gaining access to unique institutions or geographical 

areas. 
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EXCHANGE OF CONSULATES - KIEV AND NEW YORK 

The United States and the Soviet Union have agreed to open 
consulates in Kiev and New York, on the basis of full reciprocity 
in staffing and administrative arrangements. In the Soviet view, 
this exchange of consulates is contingent on the successful 
outcome of negotiations on the resumption of civil air service 
between the two countries. Both sides will conduct further 
discussions on the specific conditions under which the consulates 
will be occupied and opened for business. 

At the 1974 meeting between President Nixon and General Secretary 
Brezhnev, it was agreed to an exchange of consulates in Kiev and 
New York. Arrangements had proceeded and both countries had 
advance teams in place looking toward formal opening in 1979 when 
the Soviets invaded Afghanistan. The advance parties were then 
withdrawn. 

In the summer of 1983, we agreed in principle to again move to 
open in Kiev and New York. Forward progress was stalled by the 
Soviets, who tied the opening of the consulates with negotiations 
to resume Aeroflot service. We did not accept their linkage of 
these issues, and continued to pursue each issue on its own 
merits. 

This agreement on opening consulates is in pursuit of the 
President's desire to expand contacts and enhance understanding 
between our two peoples. It is a useful and practical step for 
both the United States and the Soviet Union. A consulate in Kiev 
will give us an official American presence in an important Soviet 
agricultural, cultural and commercial center, which is visited 
annually by thousands of American tourists. 

# # # 



Exchanqe of Consulates - Kiev and New York 

Q: When will our Consulates be open? 

A: We will be discussing specifics with the Soviets in 

the coming months. 

We hope to move the issues forward as quickly as 

possible. Both sides have much to gain in cooperating 

in the timely and fair resolution of these 

administra.tive details. 

In keeping with our policy of strict reciprocity, our 

consulates will open for business simultaneouslv. 

Q: Have we settled on a final Consulate office building in 
Kiev? What will our facilities be like there? 

A: A US inspection team visited Kiev the week of November 

11 to consider potential properties for our consulate. 

We are continuing to discuss administrative 

arrangements with the Soviets on this issue. 

Q: Why did you choose to open the new consulate in Kiev? 

A: The US now has posts in Moscow and Leningrad. 

Kiev is the third most important city in the USSR in 

terms of cultural and economic accomplishments. It is 
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a major manufacturing and scientific center. 

It is visited by thousands of American tourists each 

year, including many members of the Ukrainian-American 

community. 

Q: What will the consulate in Kiev do? 

A: Once it has officially opened, the consulate in Kiev 

will provide the full range of consular services to 

Americans and Soviets within its consular district. 

This includes representing the interests of Americans 

visiting the Ukraine and issuing visas to Soviets 

traveling to the US from the Ukraine. 

In addition, the officers of the consulate will 

maintain contacts with government authorities in the 

Ukraine (the second most populous Soviet republic, with 

over fifty million inhabitants), keep the US government 

informed of developments there, and expand trade and 

cultural contacts with the region. 

Q: Why are we reopening consulates now when we pulled out of 
Kiev following the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan? Does our 
agreement to exchange consulates with the Soviets mean we no 
longer object to their presence in Afghanistan? 

A: Our agreement on consulates does not signal a change 

in our policy toward the Soviet occupation of 
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Afghanistan. We have repeatedly made clear to the 

Soviets our feelings on this subject and we continue 

to demonstrate our syrr.pathy and support for the Afghan 

people. 

Our agreement on consulates is fully in keeping with 

the President's desire to expand contacts between our 

two peoples. 

An official US presence in Kiev is an ideal 

opportunity to foster understanding between the United 

States and the citizens of an important cultural, 

commercial and agricultural area of the Soviet Union. 

Q: Why are we letting the Soviets bring more diplomats to the 
United States? Won't they all be spies? 

A: Our agreement to open consulates is governed by strict 

reciprocity. 

We will insist on strict equality in the size of the US 

and Soviet consulate staffs. 

We are fully co:rronitted to a policy of substantive 

equality with the Soviets. We are increasing the nUl"lber 

of Americans employed at Embassy Moscow and we expect 

the overall Soviet presence in the US to decrease. 

Consulate staffing is only one part of that issue. 



- 4 -

Q: What will be the size of the consulate? 

A: --I do not have specifics on the staffing at this time. 

Q: Do we intend to have Soviets working for us in Kiev? 
Will we have any Soviet staff members? 

A: I doubt it. However, we do not have specifics for you 

on this at this time. 
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North Pacific Air Safety Agreement 

The US, Japan, and the USSR signed an agreement November 19 on 
procedures to implement the North Pacific [NOPAC] Air Safety 
Memorandum of Understanding which was signed in-Tokyo on July 29 
of this year. The Memorandum of Understanding provides for a new 
communication link between Anchorage, Tokyo, and Khabarovsk for 
use when a civil aircraft assigned to a NOPAC route is in 
trouble. It specifies certain cooperative measures among the 
three sides to identify and assist such aircraft and offers the 
use of a radio broadcasting station on Kamchatka as a navigation 
aid. 

The implementation procedures amplify on these undertakings and 
specify what the respective area control centers [ACCs] will do 
in the event an aircraft is lost, has deviated from course, has a 
communication failure, been hijacked, or has an in-flight 
emergency requiring immediate landing on USSR territory. The 
procedures agreement also stipulates that the USSR will inform 
Japan or the U.S. if an unidentified aircraft appears in a Soviet 
Flight Information Region [FIR] which could be an aircraft that 
had strayed from a NOPAC route. 



Q & As on the NOPAC Air Safetv Implemertation Accord 

Q: When will this agreement come into force? 

A. The Memorandum of Understandinq came into force 

through an exchange of diplom2ti~ notes on October 8 

of this year. It will take several more months for 

the communication circuit to be set up and become 

operational, however. 

Q. Does this agreenent mean the Soviet Union has agreed there 
will be no More Korean Airliner shootdowns? 

A. It doesn't. But it does reduce the danger of a 

repetition of such a tragedy, and that was what we 

were aimirg for. Agreeing to take these steps does 

not change anyone's leqal responsibilities and 

obligations. In our view, using the new mechanisms we 

have agreed on is a very practical way of reducing the 

changes of recurrence, and that is why we are pleased 

that agreement has been reached on the implementation 

procedures. The basic objective in all of these talks 

was enhancing air safety. 

Q. If an airliner strayed off a NOPAC route toward Soviet 
territory, would the Soviet Union get in touch with us under 
this agreement? 

A. This agreement establishes the mechanisms and means for 

doing that, and the Soviet Union has comrnited itself to 

get in touch with us when an unidentified civil aircra:t 

enters one of their flight information reqions. 
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Q. But if Soviet law provides for shooting down an airpla~e, 
and no one is changing their legal obligations, what is this 
agreement worth? 

A. We never expected or aimed for changes in their law, 

because current international law obliges all countries 

to assist a civil aircraft t0 proceed safely without 

shooting it down. What we were aiming for was new 

mechanisms and commitments to use them which would make 

it more likely that those obligations under current 

law are honored in the future. We have achieved that 

aim. In addition, the mechanism we have agreed on 

will provide some means to assist aircrews before they 

are in violation of Soviet territorial airspace. 

Q. What type of situations does the procedures document cover? 

A. It provides that in the event of ~n emergency 

situation in-flight that requires an immediate 

landing, the Soviet Area Control Center will provide 

assistance to the aircraft up to and including a 

landing on Soviet territorv if it cannot reach U.S. or 

Japanese territory. 

It also delineates what each control center should do 

when it has information, or reason to suspect, that an 

aircraft has strayed into airspace controlled by the 

Soviet Union. 



- 3 -

For exarople, if either the Anchorage or Tokyo Centers 

i~ aware that nn aircraft under their control has 

inadvertantly deviated into a Soviet Flight 

Information Region and is out of communication with 

Tokyo or Anchorage, they will advise the Khabarovsk 

Center of that fact. The Soviets will then attempt to 

relay information to the aircraft to return it to 

course. 

Conversely, if the Khabarovsk Center has reason to 

believe that an unidentified aircraft detected in its 

airspace has strayed from one of the Northern Pacific 

routes, it will communicate with Tokyo or Anchorage 

and provide the information it has on the aircraft's 

location, altitude, and course. 

With this information, either the Tokyo or Anchorage 

Center will attempt to provide all pertinent 

information on the aircraft to Khabarovsk. 

Other procedures spelled out in the agreement provide 

guidance for handling an aircraft that has been 

hijacked and is heading into airspace controlled by 

the Soviet Union, or one which has suffered a loss of 

communications. 
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THE PRESIDENT'S PEOPLE-TO-PEOPLE INITIATIVES 

In his November 14 Address to the Nation, on the eve of his 
departure for his Geneva meeting with General Secretary 
Gorbachev, President Reagan called for a series of bold new 
initiatives to bring the people of the United States and the 
Soviet Union into direct contact. 

In that speech, the President said, "Enduring peace depends on 
openness, honest communications, and opportunities for our 
peoples to get to know one another directly." The President also 
determined to "find as yet undiscovered avenues where American 
and Soviet citizens can cooperate, fruitfully, for the benefit of 
mankind." 

In this respect the two leaders agreed on the utility of 
broadening exchanges and contacts in a number of scientific, 
educational, medical and sports fields. 

Background 

The U.S. and USSR have had formal cultural and educational 
exchanges for more than 25 years. We have just concluded a new 
General Exchanges Agreement for academic, cultural, and 
performing artist exchanges. This agreement provides for 
reciprocal exhibits of theater, art, design, and technology to 
travel throughout the other country accompanied by language 
qualified guides. 

Traditional exchanges such as these are valuable, but more is 
needed. The President hopes that we can lessen the distrust 
between us, reduce the levels of secrecy, and bring forth a more 
open world. His Exchanges Initiatives are new programs to 
increase day-to-day contacts between our peoples. 

What are the Initiatives? 

The Exchanges Initiatives on which the U.S. and USSR have agreed 
to cooperate include: 

The annual exchange of professors to conduct special 
courses in history, culture, and economics in Soviet and 
American institutions of higher education: 

The creation of a u.s.-soviet scholarship program for 
the best students from each country in the natural 
sciences, social sciences, humanities, and technology 
for the period of an academic year: 

Measures to promote Russian language studies in the 
United States and English language studies in the USSR. 

more 



- 2 -

A joint program of cancer research; 

A program for cooperation in the development of 
microcumputer educational software for elementary and 
secondary school instruction; 

Expansion of contacts in sports, including regular meets 
in various sports and increased television coverage of 
sports. 

The objective of these initiatives is to build bridges between 
the peoples of the two countries. These proposals would expand 
contact~, increase cooperation on one of today's toughest medical:· 
problems, and encourage people of both countries and work and 
study together. 

For our part, once the two governments have opened the doors to 
this kind of exchange, the Administration will look to the people 
to take the lead. The Fresident, therefore, intends to appoint a 
high-ranking Administration official to work closely with the 
private sector to ensure that these exchanges initiatives are 
realized. The resulting programs will be reviewed by the leaders 
at their next meeting. 

• # # 



Q's and A's on the President's Exchanges Initiatives 

Q: What are the benefits from these exchange initiatives? 

A: Societies everywhere have a stake in keeping contacts 

and communication a.s broad, deep, and free as 

possible. By encouraging exchanges of American and 

Soviet citizens in the arts, education, science, 

sports, and other fields we hope to expose 

increasingly large and influential segments of Soviet 

society to our values, intentions, and goals. 

Additionally, we hope to learn more about Soviet 

practices and goals in various fields as well as build 

relationships with Soviet academic, scientific, and 

intellectual le?ders. There are also very real 

benefits that come when exchanges of information and 

access to the other country's institutions reduce 

unwarranted suspicions and build confidence in our 

ability to discuss and resolve mutual problems. 

Q: Don't we already have exchanges agreements? Why is the 
President offering new exchanges initiatives now? 

A: The President's initiative on exch~nges is intended to 

build on those already in place. We have had formal 

cultural and educational exchanges with the Soviet 

Union for more than twenty-five years. These exchanges 

have been valuable in keeping lines of communication 

open between ,rarious segments of our societies. 
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However it is important to recognize that the gulf 

thRt separates our two societies is too wide for us to 

rely solely on traditional programs. It is necessRry 

to bring larger number~ of American and Soviet 

citizens together in a healthy, balanced give-and-take 

on idea~, values, and shared experiences.This can help 

break down barriers which separate us, open up Soviet 

societv to new ideas, and prepare future generations to 

be better able to solve the difficult problems which 

divide our two countries. 

Q: What about reciprocity? Don't the Soviets usually comp out 
the winners in such exchanges? 

A: Exchanges are exactly what the word implies -- give 

and take. Both countries have a wealth of cultural, 

artistic, academic, sports and entertainment resources 

which should be shared. There should be no suggestion 

of one side getting more out of such exchanges than 

the other. Both sides benefit. The purpose of these 

exchanges is to learn from Soviet artists and 

scientists, to discover our similarities, to 

understand our differences, and thereby be better 

prepared to solve common problems. 
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The exchanges will be fully reciprocal. Both sides 

must receive equivalent benefits and carry out equal 

responsibilities under any exchanges agreement. We 

will not enter into an agreement unless we believe it 

benefits the United States. 

Q. Won't the KGB exploit expanded exchanges to place more of 
its agents in the U.S.? 

A. Under current practice, the U.S. Government carefully 

reviews each proposed exchangee and program. If it is 

determined that an individual alien's presence in the 

United States would be contrary to U.S. national 

security, a visa would not be issued in that case. 

These are only two of the many steps that are 

presently taken to ensure U.S. national security 

interests in exchange programs with the Soviet Union. 

We believe that these me~sures are consonant with our 

desire to learn from Soviet exchangees and to expose 

them to American education, values, and our society at 

large. 
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Q: Why take the risk of letting Soviets in at all? ~:'hy not 
keep them all out and eliminate all risks of expionage? 

A: All countries have a stake in keeping contacts, 

communication, and creativity as broad, deep, and free 

as possible. The Soviet practice of sealing their 

people off and filtering and controlling contacts and 

the flow of information is a primary problem which led 

the President to call for more exchanges between our 

countries. 

United States citizens rightfully believe that their 

society is among the most free, most prosperous, and 

the most conducive to creativity and free expression. 

There is much to gain from exposing large numbers of 

Soviet citizens to our way of life. 

At the same time we will continue to protect our 

national security by carefully screening each 

applicant for a visa and taking all appropriate steps 

to ensure that known espionage agents are not 

permitted to enter the United States. 
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Q: Just what steps does the government take to identify and 
keep out spies? What happens when one is discovered in an 
exchange program already in the U.S.? 

A: Every individual from the Soviet Union who applies for 

a visa to enter the United States is individually 

screened to determine if he or she is a bona fide 

visitor. If not, the visa would be denied under an 

appropriate section of the Immigration and Nationality 

Act. This screening is an interagency effort which 

begins at the Embassy where the person applies for the 

visa, and continues among all concerned USG agencies 

in Washington. 

If any alien temporarily in the United States is 

discovered to be out of status -- that is pursuing 

activities other than those for which he or she 

applied for the visa -- that individual would be 

subject to proceedings initiated by INS. If those 

activities were illegal, the Justice Department would 

make an investigation to determine if charges should 

be filed. 
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Q: Doesn't this increase the danger that Soviets will Fteal or 
otherwise obtain our technology? 

A: There are a number of laws and mechanisms to reduce 

the risk of undesirable technology transfer in our 

exchanges programs. These exist because we take the 

threat of illegal and undesirable technology transfer 

seriously and believe we must take all possible steps 

to counter it. 

We do not believe the answer is to shut the door 

completely to exchanges. The benefits of these 

exchanges to us, in scientific, academic, political 

and social terms, are too great to forego. The 

solution is complex requiring careful screening of 

both the types of programs we open to exchanges and 

the actual individuals we invite to participate. 

Q: Don't these exchanges initiatives imply a return to 
business as usual with the Soviets when they continue to ignore 
US requests on human rights issues? 
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In protesting actions which suppress basic human rights 

we must. not take out our indignation on those not 

responsible. That is why the President feels we shculd 

broaden opportunities for Americans and Soviet citizens 

to get to know each other better on an individual 

basis. 

Cooperation between the US and USSR over many years in 

scientific and technical fields such as atomic energy, 

environmental protection, housing and construction, 

and many others, has yielded many scientific 

benefits. These benefits arise from combining 

resources, drnwing on each other's expertise or 

gaining access to unique institutions or geographical 

areas. 

Furthermore, we will use the contacts opened by 

exchanges to continue vigorously advocating our human 

rights concerns. The professional contacts which grow 

out of scientific exchanges, fer example, can serve as 

a mechanism to assert the interest of the American 

scientific community in the cases of dissident Soviet 

scientists. 



November 13, 1985 

FACT SHEET 
New U.S. Proposals for Nuclear Arms Reductions 

On November 1, at President Reagan's instruction, U.S. 
negotiators at the Nuclear and Space Arms Talks (NST) in 
Geneva, presented a new set of proposals for significant, 
equitable, and verifiable nuclear arms reductions. This 
followed the presentation by the Soviet Union in late September 
of a counterproposal which was in response to the concrete 
reduction offers which the U.S. had put forward at the outset 
of the negotiations. 

President Reagan has stressed that the U.S. has four main 
objectives in seeking an effective nuclear arms reduction 
agreement: 

- deep cuts; 

- no first-strike advantage; 

defensive research, because defense is much safer than 
offense; and 

- no cheating. 

This fact sheet summarizes these latest developments in the 
negotiations. 

Soviet counterproposal 

U.S. officials previously described a number of elements in 
the Soviet counterproposal of late September which would be 
unacceptable to the U.S. and its Allies, and explained how the 
effects of that counterproposal would be inequitable and 
destabilizing. 

For example, Soviet definition of strategic delivery 
vehicles would cover u.s. LRINF missiles and •medium-range• 
nuclear-capable aircraft in Europe, in Asia, and on all of our 
aircraft carriers, while about 2000 comparable Soviet nuclear 
delivery vehicles, as well as 300 Backfire bombers, would not 
be limited. In addition, the Soviets propose limits on 
•nuclear charges,• defined to include gravity bombs and 
short-range bomber weapons, which must face unconstrained 
defenses. Given sizeable and unconstrained Soviet defenses 
ag2inst U.S. retaliatory bomber forces, and the fundamental 
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differences between bomber and missile forces, as well as other 
u.s.-soviet asymmetries, the u.s. cannot accept a direct limit 
on gravity bombs and SRAMs carried by heavy bombers {as we do 
for missile warheads). 

Nevertheless, the fact that the Soviets have accepted the 
principle of deep reductions is a welcome development if 
equitably applied. It underscores the strength of basic u.s. 
negotiating position, value of united Alliance, and soundness 
of strategy of pursuing this position in patient and determined 
manner. 

The President is committed to exploring every opportunity 
to achieve equitable and verifiable reductions in existing 
nuclear arsenals. Accordingly, President directed that 
additional U.S. proposals be advanced, building on concrete 
reductions proposals made earlier by the U.S., and on positive 
elements of Soviet counterproposal. We thereby seek to 
establish genuine process of give-and-take. 

Strategic Offensive Forces 

Over three years ago, in May 1982, we proposed a cut of 
about one-half in the strategic ballistic missiles (both land­
and sea-based) of the U.S. and USSR, and a cut of about 
one-third in the warheads on such missiles. 

-- In response to the Soviet counterproposal, we could 
accept concept of 50% reduction in strategic offensive forces, 
but we: 

- cannot apply this concept in unequal and destabilizing 
ways; 

- cannot abandon support for Allies; and 

- cannot renounce right to conduct SDI research, which is 
in full conformity with ABM Treaty. 

Thus the new U.S. proposal builds on the 50% reduction 
concept in constructive and equitable way. 

- Reductions to limit of 4500 on reentry vehicles (RVs) on 
ICBMs and SLBMs, about 50% below current levels 

- Reduction to limit of 3000 on RVs carried by ICBMs, about 
50% below the current Soviet level and roughly halfway 
between our earlier proposal for a limit of 2500 and their 
proposed limit of 3600 
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- 50% reduction in highest overall strategic ballistic 
missile throwweight of either side; in this case, from 
Soviet level of 11.9 million pounds (U.S. has 4.4 million 
pounds) 

- Contingent upon acceptance of RV and throwweight limits, 
we would accept equal limit of 1500 on number of long-range 
ALCMs carried by U.S. and Soviet heavy bombers, about 50% 
below planned U.S. deployment levels. 

U.S. cannot agree to one common limit on ballistic missile 
RVs and ALCMs. It is inequitable to place in a singl~ category 
ballistic missile warheads, which arrive at their targets in 
minutes and face few defenses, and bomber weapons, which take 
hours to arrive on target and also face sizeable defenses. 

-- But if Soviets were to accept proposed 4500 RVs limit along 
with proposed 1500 ALCMs limit, it would result in reduction to 
a total of 6000 ballistic missile RVs and ALCMs on each side. 

-- With respect to strategic nuclear delivery vehicles (SNDVs), 
U.S. has proposed: 

- reduction in strategic ballistic missiles to limit of 
1250-1450, about 40-45% below the current higher Soviet 
level 

- in this context, U.S. could accept further reduction of 
heavy bomber limits to 350 (compared to our earlier 
proposal of 400), about 40% below the current U.S. 
SALT-accountable level. 

For reasons similar to those stated for RVs and ALCMs, U.S. 
cannot agree to Soviet pr-0posal to include in a single 
aggregate strategic ballistic missiles and heavy bombers. 

-- However, if agreement reached on range of 1250-1450 for 
ICBMs and SLBMs, and on heavy bomber limits of 350, would 
result in reduction to a total of strategic ballistic missiles 
and heavy bombers of between 1600 and 1800. 

U.S. proposal also contains following elements: 

- ban on all new heavy strategic ballistic missiles and the 
modernization of existing heavy missiles, due to their 
destabilizing character 
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- ban on all mobile ICBMs, because of inherent verification 
difficulties 

- •build-down• as suggested means of implementing agreed 
reductions 

Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces 

-- Previous U.S. proposals remain on table. U.S. continues to 
prefer total elimination of entire class of U.S. and Soviet 
LRINF missiles. 

-- We also have made following new proposal as interim step 
toward this goal: 

- U.S. would cap LRINF missile launcber deployments in 
Europe at the number deployed on December 31, 1985 (140 PII 
and GLCM) in return for Soviet agreement to reduce SS-20 
missile launchers within range of NATO Europe to same number 

- There would be freedom to mix between systems deployed as 
of December 31, 1985, but mix would be subject for 
discussion. (Could agree on mix giving U.S. approximately 
equal number at around 420 to 450 LRINF missile warheads in 
NATO Europe, based on 4 warheads/GLCM launcher, 1 
warhead/Pershing II launcher, and 3 warheads/SS-20 launcher) 

- Soviets required to reduce SS-20 launchers in Asia 
(outside range of NATO Europe) by same proportion as 
reduction of launchers within range of NATO Europe 

- End result would be equal global LRINF warhead limits 

- Appropriate constraints also applied to SRINF missiles 

Defense and Space 

-- U.S. is making clear once again that we are committed to SDI 
research program as permitted by, and in compliance with ABM 
Treaty. 

-- We seek Soviet commitment to explore with us now how 
cooperative transition could be accomplished, should new 
defensive technologies prove feasible. 
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-- Also proposing now that Soviets join us in •open 
laboratories• arrangement under which both sides would provide 
information on each other's strategic defense research 
programs, and provide opportunities for visiting associated 
research facilities and laboratories. 

Verification and Compliance 

-- U.S. continues to stress critical importance of agreeing on 
effective verification means so as to be able to assess with 
confidence compliance with provisions of all agreements 
resulting from the negotiations. Verification is more 
important now than it ever was before, given Soviet conduct 
related to arms control over the last six years. 

-- U.S. continues to stress a need for the Soviets to take 
necessary steps to correct current instances of non-compliance 
with existing arms control agreements. Non-compliance is 
politically corrosive and militarily real. 

-- Soviet actions since the signing of SALT II have impeded 
U.S. verification of Soviet compliance and politically damaged 
the foundations of strategic arms control. Restoring 
compliance is a critical step. 

-- Soviet Union must alter current practices which obstruct 
u.s. verification of compliance. 

One initial step is for Soviets to alter current encryption 
of telemetry and revert to practices with regard to telemetry 
in use at time of signing of SALT II. This is militarily 
important in its own right, but its political significance is 
even greater. 
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President's Address to the Nation 

In his Address to the Nation, President Reagan discusses his 
hopes and objectives on the eve of his departure for the Geneva 
meeting with Soviet Party General Secretary Gorbachev. He 
defines his mission as "a mission for peace." The President 
reviewes U.S. policy in the four areas of the Geneva agenda, and 
outlines new U.S. initiatives to increase people-to-people 
contacts and open new lines of communication and cooperation. 

Overview: A Mission for Peace 

It is the President's hope that in Geneva he and General 
Secretary Gorbachev can begin a "dialogue for peace that endures 
beyond my Presidency." 

His objective is to begin a process of "facing our differ­
ences frankly and openly, and beginning to narrow and resolve 
them; communicating effectively so that our actions and inten­
tions are not misunderstood and eliminating the barriers between 
us and cooperating wherever possible for the greater good of 
all." 

When the President speaks of peace, he does not mean just the 
absence of war: true.peace "rests upon the pillars of human 
rights, individual freedom, national self-determination and 
respect for the rule of law." 

Therefore, we seek to make progress on all four fronts of the 
agenda for Geneva: 

o reducing and eventually eliminating nuclear arsenals, and 
moving toward defensive systems that threaten no one; 

o ending regional conflicts in Asia, Africa, and Central 
America that carry the seeds of wider war; 

o pursuing bilateral issues, including the inauguration of 
an unprecedented series of people-to-people exchanges; and 

o addressing human rights guaranteed by international 
agreements. 

The President does not underestimate the difficulty of the 
task. Building a safer future, however, requires that we address 
candidly all the issues which divide us. "We should seek to 

. rceduc:<:> r h.P ~ !1sn.i cions a.nd mistrust thot h2ve lee~. us to acquire 
·raouni:a·ins o f sl .rategic weaponso" 

Success should not be measured by short-term agreements: 
"only the pa~saqe of time will tell us whether we constructed a 
durable bridge to a safer world." 

Reducing Nuclear Arsenals and Risk of War: "We Have Gone the 
Extra Mile" for Greater Security 

In 1977, and 1982, the U.S. proposed deep reciprocal cuts in 
strategic forces. 

In 1981, the U.S. proposed the complete elimination of a 
whole class of intermediate range nuclear forces. 

- more -
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In 1984, the U.S. presented a draft treaty for a global ban 
on chemical weapons. 

The U.S. has also made proposals in various forums for 
improving verification for nuclear testing limitations and for 
confidence-building measures. 

The President is pleased that the Soviet leadership has begun 
talking about reductions and has presented its proposals in 
Geneva. 

We are prepared for 50 percent reductions in comparable 
nuclear systems to result in a stable balance, with no first 
strike capability, and full compliance. U.S. negotiators have 
instructions to pursue this in Geneva. "If we both reduce the 
weapons of war, .there would be no losers, only winners." 

The whole world would also benefit "if we could both abandon 
these weapons altogether and move to non-nuclear defensive 
systems which destroy weapons, not people." 

Ending Regional Conflicts: Building a Safer World 

Arms control is not the whole answer; we must · remove all 
sources of tension. 

The President, in his UNGA speech, proposed a "regional peace 
plan" that calls for progress at three levels: 

l) Negotiation among the warring parties, and internal 
reconciliation; 

2) United States-Soviet discussions to support the process; 
and 

3) Economic reconstruction. 

The President's initiative aims to break the pattern of five 
key conflicts in Asia, Africa, and Central America -- in Afghani­
stan, Cambodia, Ethiopia, Angola, and Nicaragua. 

-- The President will pursue those promising initiatives in 
Geneva. 

Freedom and Democracy: The Best Guarantors of Peace 

"The rights of the individual and the rule of law are as 
fundamental to peace as arms control. History has show~ that 
democratic nations do not start wars." 

"We must and will speak in Geneva on behalf of those who 
cannot speak for themselves. We are not trying to impose our 
beliefs on otheis. We have a right, however, to expect that great 
states will live up to their international obligations." 

P8T.:JJ euto· !'2cplc . Ini t.:i.c::. ti ves ~ : . A Mo:r.e Open World 

D2~pi~~ 0u~ <l~cp aild abiding differ8nccs, the President 
believes we can and must prevent our international competition 
from spilling over into violence. "Enduring peace depends on 
openness, honest communications, and opportunities for our 
peoples to get to know one another directly." 

The President is also determined to "find as yet undiscovered 
avenues where American and Soviet citizens can cooperate, fruit­
fully, for the benefit of mankind." 

The U.So and USSR have had formal cultural and educational 
exchanges for more than 25 years. We are concluding negotiations 
on a new Gener.al Exchanges Agreement on academic, cultural, and 
performing artist exchanges. This agreement will also provide 

- more -
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for exhibits of America's best talent to travel throughout the 
Soviet Union accompanied by Russian-speaking American guides. 

Traditional exchanges such as these are valuable, but more is 
needed. The President hopes that we can lessen the distrust 
between us, reduce the levels of secrecy, and bring forth a more 
"Open World." He is proposing bold new programs to increase 
day-to-day contacts between our peoples. 

The President's exchanges initiatives include: 

o Education: greatly expanded educational -exchanges of 
students and teachers at all levels, and _ ~ new scholarship 
program to send some of the best of each country's university 
students to study in the other; 

o Contacts: an increase in people-to-people contacts 
through tourism and civic exchanges; 

o Sports: increased sports exchanges ranging from televised 
athletic competitions to bring American and Soviet young people 
together in healthy athletic competition to off-the-playing field 
contact; 

o Scientific and Space Cooperation: new programs for joint 
space ventures and joint medical research projects; 

o Media Initiatives: proposals ranging from the cessation 
of jamming of international broadcasts to exchanges of television 
programming--including appearances by mutually agreed represen­
tatives of each country on the- other's television; and 

o Information Exchanges: a wider distribution of each 
country's books, journals, and periodicals in the other, perhaps 
through national cultural centers or bookstores. 

These proposais would expand contacts, increase cooperation 
on some of today's toughest human problems, and encourage people 
of both countries to travel freely back and forth, visit each 
other's homes, and work and study together. 

Such proposals alone will not bridge our differences, but 
they can help "build genuine constituencies for peace" in both 
countries. 

Once we open the doors to this kind of exchange, the Admini­
stration will look to the people to take the lead. 

Conclusion: "Without Illusions, but With Hope" 

-- The President said "We go with an appreciation, born of 
experience, of the deep differences between us -- between our 
values, ou~ · systems, our beliefs. But we also carry with us the 
determination not to permit those differences to erupt into 
confron~ation oi· confl ict.~ 

"We · d-o 110L threc1.ten the Sovie\: people and never will." 

The President believes that progress can be made on our entire 
agenda if the Soviets are ready for it: the steady e~pansion of 
human rights for all the world's peoples; support for resolving 
conflicts in Asia, Africa, and Latin America that carry the seeds 
cf a wider war; a broadening of people-to-people exchanges that 
can diminish the distrust and suspicion that separate our two 
peoples; and the reduction and eventual elimination of nuclear 
arsenals. 

- more -
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The U.S. and USSR cooperated in the past. ~ In both World 
Wars, Americans and Russians fought on separate fronts against a 
common enemy. "Near the city of Murmansk, sons of our own nation 
are buried, heroes who died of wounds sustained on the treacher­
ous North Atlantic and North Sea convoys that carried to Russia 
the indispensable tools of survival and victory." 

While a single summit cannot establish a permanent peace, the 
President hopes that his meeting with Gorbachev "can begin a 
dialogue for peace." He looks to the future with optimism and 
goes to Geneva with confidence. 

-- In sum, the President goes to Geneva knowing "how deep the 
hope of peace is ••• in the heart of every American and Russian 
mother." 

# 

• ... '!.."" ~ ..... 
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JAMMING OF VOICE OF AMERICA BROADCASTS 

Jamming of VOA broadcasts occurs mostly in the Soviet Union -­
notably in the Russian, Ukrainian, Armenian, Georgian, Azerbaijani 
and Uzbek languages. The Baltic languages (Latvian, Lithuanian and 
Estonian) , Polish, Dari and Pashto broadcasts of VOA also are 
jammed. English language broadcasts to the Soviet Union, Poland and 
Afghanistan are not jammed. 

Jamming violates several agreements signed by the Soviet Union. 
These include Principle VII of the 1975 Helsinki Final Act, Article 
19 of the United Nations Universal Declaration of Human Rights, and 
regulations of the International Telecommunications Union (ITU) • 

The United States informed the Soviet Union in advance through 
diplomatic channels that the President would be giving his weekly 
radio address to both the Soviet and American people. VOA also 
broadcast this information on the Voice of America to the Soviet 
Union. Pre-announcements of the time of the President's radio talk 
were repeated a number of times in VOA broadcasts, for three days 
prior to the talk itself. 

The Soviet Union has engaged in jamming of VOA and other Western 
broadcasts for extended periods since 1948. However, from 
1963-1968, and from 1973-1980, there was no jamming of VOA 
broadcasts. The Soviet Union today is believed to spend more funds 
on jamming VOA broadcasts than VOA spends to operate its worldwide 
network. VOA's projected 1985 operating budget is $161.3 million; 
the Soviet Union spends an estimated $250 to $400 million each year 
to operate a network of jamming stations throughout its territory. 

The effectiveness of jamming varies, depending upon the time of day 
of the broadcast, the season of the year, and the location of the 
target radio receiver. There have been numerous reports of fairly 
clear reception of VOA and other jammed external broadcast signals 
in rural areas of the Soviet Union. Late night listening conditions 
are generally more favorable than those during daylight hours. It 
has now been more than five years since jamrning of VOA broadcasts 
was resumed by the USSR, yet the projected audience to VOA Russian 
is now slightly in excess of 23 million people who tune in at least 
once a week. 

Although jamming poses a formidable obstacle to some VOA listeners, 
many VOA broadcasts can still be heard in different locations, on 
multiple frequency bands or at times which are less susceptible to 
this intentional interference. 

Most jamming is focused on areas with populations over 200,000. 
There are two basic methods of jamming. The first is "groundwave" 
or local jamming by transmitters set up in the target zone, usually 
in a large metropolitan area. Groundwave jamming is very effective 
but limited in range to 15 to 20 miles. The second method of 
jamming is by "skywave" transmissions. Here powerful transmitters 
bounce their signals off the ionosphere at an angle calculated to 
return to earth in the same area as the incoming broadcast. Skywave 
jamming is subject to "twilight immunity" -- it is very difficult to 
jam at dusk. The President last broadcast on the VOA on September 
24, 1983. The regional languages broadcast to the Soviet Union were 
jammed at the normal levels. 

(over) 



History: 

February 1948 -- USSR first jamming of VOA 

June 1963 -- USSR stopped jamming VOA 

mid 1960's -- USSR started to jam certain VOA broadcast 

September 1973 -- jamming of VOA ceased 

August 1980 -- USSR resumed jamming of VOA 

i f I 
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STATEMENT BY THE PRINCIPAL DEPUTY PRESS SECRETARY 

The President's address to the Soviet people today via the Voice of 
America was monitored by Russian language-qualified officers of the 
American Embassy in Moscow and the American Consulate in Leningrad. 
They report that in Moscow, two and possibly three frequencies were 
clearly audible and probably not januned; the signal on one of them was 
as clear as a local station, according to the Embassy monitoring 
report. On another 15 frequencies, there were varying degrees of 
jamming. 

In Leningrad, one Russian-language frequency was received loud and 
clear. All others were jammed. A Lithuanian broadcast of the speech 
was also received clearly in Leningrad; however, this same frequency 
may have been jammed in Lithuania. 

Atmospheric conditions on November 9 were conducive to good reception 
of short wave signals in the Soviet Union. English language 
broadcasts, which are not normally jammed, were well-received. 

We are pleased and hope that this development will set a precedent 
which will allow the Soviets to put a permanent end to jamming on all 
frequencies. A free flow of information would be a very positive 
development in people-to-people communications between the two 
nations. 

# # # 



Qs and As on Fusion Project 

Q: Aren't we giving away sensitive technology? Will such 
international cooperation compromise hard-won COCOM controls on 
technology transfer? 

A: THE SOVIET UNION IS A WORLD LEADER IN FUSION AND OPERATES A 

FUSION REACTOR SIMILAR TO THE U.S. TOKAMAK FUSION TEST REACTOR 

(TFTR) AT PRINCETON, NEW JERSEY. TOKAMAK IS AN ACRONYM TAKEN 

FROM FOUR RUSSIAN WORDS: TOROID (MEANING CYLINDER OR DOUGHNUT, 

WHICH REPRESENTS THE CONFIGURATION OF THE HEART OF THE 

MACHINE), ~MERA (MEANING CHAMBER), MAGNIT (MEANING MAGNET), 

AND KATUSHKA (MEANING COIL). THIS SERVES TO REMIND US THAT THE 

SOVIETS DEVELOPED THE ORIGINAL CONCEPT FOR THE TOKAMAK AND 

SUBSEQUENTLY IT WAS TAKEN UP BY THE OTHER MAJOR PLAYERS IN 

FUSION. 

COOPERATIVE FUSION RESEARCH WITH THE SOVIETS WOULD NOT 

RESULT IN THE TRANSFER OF COCOM CONTROLLED TECHNOLOGY TO THE 

SOVIET UNION. U.S. AND ALLIED PARTICIPATION IN THE PROGRAM 

WOULD BE GOVERNED BY STRICT ADHERENCE TO COCOM WITH NO 

EXCEPTIONS. THE •No EXCEPTIONS• POLICY IS IMPORTANT TO SUSTAIN 

THE CREDIBILITY OF OUR CURRENT COOPERATIVE REGIME WITH THE 

ALLIES ON EXPORT CONTROLS. 
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Q: If other Western countries don't join, will the U.S. and 
USSR proceed on a bilateral basis? 

A: THE UNITED STATES BELIEVES THAT THE OPPORTU/NITY TO JOIN 

TOGETHER TO DEVELOP MAGNETIC FUSION FOR PEACEFUL PURPOSES WILL 

WILL BE ATTRACTIVE, AND THAT OTHER COUNTRIES WILL WANT TO 

PARTICIPATE. 

Q: Why are you reducing the fusion budget in the U.S. and at 
the same time agreeing to this project? 

A: THE ADMINISTRATION'S REDUCTION IN THE U.S. FUSION RESEARCH 

BUDGETS REFLECTS OUR LONG-TERM VIEW THAT THERE ARE MANY 

FUNDAMENTAL SCIENTIFIC QUESTIONS THAT NEED TO BE SOLVED. 

CONSEQUENTLY, OUR FIRST PRIORITY HAS BEEN TO STRENGTHEN OUR 

BASIC RESEARCH BASE AND INCREASE AVAILABLE RESOURCES TO ANSWER 

THE CONCEPTUAL PROBLEMS. A MULTILATERAL COOPERATIVE VENTURE 

WILL PERMIT US TO POOL RESOURCES. 
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Q: What is the status of the USSR magnetic fusion research 
program relative to the United States? 

A: THE USSR HAS MAINTAINED A POSITION OF ROUGH SCIENTIFIC 

PARITY WITH RESPECT TO THE U.S. IN BASIC FUSION RESEARCH. THEY 

ARE CURRENTLY OPERATING FOUR MAJOR TOKAMAK DEVICES, EACH OF 

WHICH IS DESIGNED TO EXPLORE AN ASPECT OF THE FUSION PROCESS. 

THEY APPARENTLY ARE PLANNING A FIFTH SUCH DEVICE. THEY ALSO 

HAVE EXPERIMENTAL FUSION DEVICES BASED ON DIFFERENT PHYSICAL 

PRINCIPLES FROM THE TOKAMAK. SO THE SOVIETS HAVE A VERY BROAD 

FUSION RESEARCH PROGRAM COMPARABLE IN SCOPE TO OUR OWN. 

Q: Will this research have relevance for SDI? 

A: THE OBJECTIVES OF MAGNETIC FUSION RESEARCH AND SDI ARE 

COMPLETELY DIFFERENT. 
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Q: What specific projects will this cooperative venture 
undertake? 

A: IT WILL TAKE SOME TIME TO EVALUATE RESEARCH TO DATE IN 

ORDER TO MAKE A JUDGMENT ON THE OPTIMUM NEXT STEP TOWARD THE 

PRACTICAL REALIZATION OF FUSION ENERGY. IT WILL ALSO TAKE TIME 

TO CONSULT ABOUT PARTICIPATION OF OTHER COUNTRIES, AND TO WORK 

OUT AN EQUITABLE SHARING OF COSTS. THE INTEREST OF THE TWO 

LEADERS WILL ENSURE THAT THIS EVALUATION IS A PRIORITY EFFORT. 

Q: What other countries qualify for participation? 

A. WE CERTAINLY WANT PARTICIPATION FROM THE OTHER TECHNICALLY 

ADVANCED COUNTRIES WITH SUBSTANTIAL FUSION RESEARCH PROGRAMS --

THE EC COUNTRIES AND JAPAN. OTHER COUNTRIES WITH RESOURCES AND 

EXPERTISE TO CONTRIBUTE MAY ALSO PARTICIPATE. 
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Q: If you restrict sensitive technologies, won't you be tying 
one hand behind your back in what is already a very problematic 
technological engineering feat? 

A: OUR FUSION ENERGY RESEARCH PROGRAM TO DATE HAS PROGRESSED 

STEADILY USING UNCLASSIFIED TECHNOLOGY. U.S. AND SOVIET 

SCIENTISTS ROUTINELY VISIT EACH OTHER'S LABORATORIES. 

ANY MULTINATIONAL PROJECT WOULD BE CARRIED OUT WITHIN 

EXISTING COCOM GUIDELINES TO PREVENT TRANSFER OF SENSITIVE 

TECHNOLOGY WITH MILITARY POTENTIAL. 

Q: Was this a U.S. or a Soviet initiative? 

A: SOVIET FOREIGN MINISTER SHEVARDNADZE RAISED THIS ISSUE WITH 

SECRETARY SHULTZ IN OCTOBER. WE HAVE SUBSEQUENTLY STUDIED THE 

IDEA AND CONCLUDED IT HAS MERIT, AND HAVE MADE SOME SUGGESTIONS 

OF OUR OWN ON HOW TO PROCEED. THE PROPOSED ACTIVITY IS A 

NATURAL PROGRESSION OF THE EXISTING AGREEMENTS BETWEEN THE U.S. 

' AND USSR AS WELL AS OTHER INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENTS ON FUSION 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT. 
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Q: Won't this project divert funds from the Administration's 
SDI initiative? 

A: THE U.S. SHARE OF SUCH A PROJECT WOULD REQUIRE A MUCH 

SMALLER COMMITMENT OF FUNDS THAN THE SDI, SO THERE IS LITTLE 

POTENTIAL FOR DIVERSION. IN ADDITION, THE OBJECTIVES OF FUSION 

RESEARCH AND THE SDI ARE COMPLETELY DIFFERENT, AND EACH 

DESERVES SUPPORT ON ITS OWN MERITS. 

Q: It is reported that the DOD is against this proposal. 
Why? Has this been resolved satisfactorily? 

A: ALL OF US BELIEVE THAT THERE ARE MANY QUESTIONS WHICH NEED 

EXPLORATION PRIOR TO A FINAL DECISION, INCLUDING PARTICIPATION 

OF OTHER COUNTRIES, COST SHARING AND PRELIMINARY SCIENTIFIC 

RESEARCH AS TO THE FEASIBILITY OF A JOINT PROJECT. ALL USG 

AGENCIES HAVE AGREED THAT THESE ISSUES REQUIRE FURTHER 

INVESTIGATION. 

Q: Do you expect Eastern European countries and China to take 
part, and if so, what can they contribute? 

A: WE WOULD WELCOME THEIR PARTICIPATION, INCLUDING SHARING OF 

COSTS. 



• 
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Q: What has been achieved by the Fusion Exchange Agreement 
signed in 1973? 

A: THE U.S. HAS COOPERATED WITH THE USSR SINCE 1973 UNDER THE 

AGREEMENT FOR COOPERATION IN THE FIELD OF PEACEFUL USES OF 

ATOMIC ENERGY. THE AGREEMENT, WHICH WAS RENEWED IN 1983, CALLS 

FOR SCIENTIFIC EXCHANGE AND COOPERATION ON EXCHANGE PROJECTS OF 

INTERESTS. CURRENTLY THERE ARE TWELVE EXCHANGES OF TEAMS OF 

SCIENTISTS, SIX TO THE USSR FROM THE U.S. AND SIX VICE VERSA. 

THE U.S. HAS BENEFITTED SIGNIFICANTLY FROM THE BREADTH OF 

THE SOVIET PROGRAM, AND IN PARTICULAR FROM ITS CONSIDERABLE 

THEORETICAL CAPABILITIES. FOR EXAMPLE, THE U.S. FUSION PROGRAM 

HAS BEE:; ABLE TO MONITOR DEVELOPMENTS IN FIELDS WHICH RECEIVE 

LITTLE OR NO SUPPORT IN THE U.S. PROGRAM. MOST IMPORTANTLY, 

THE SOVIETS HAVE TWICE SIGNIFICANTLY INFLUENCED THE DIRECTION 

OF THE U.S. FUSION PROGRAM: (1) SOVIET EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS ON 

TOKOMAKS COMPLETELY CHANGED THE NATURE OF THE U.S. PROGRAM, AND 

(2) A SOVIET DEMONSTRATION EVENTUALLY LED TO THE TANDEM MIRROR 

PROGRAM AT LAWRENCE LIVERMORE NATIONAL LABORATORY. 
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North Pacific Air Safety Agreement 

The US, Japan, and the USSR signed an agreement November 19 on 
procedures to implement the North Pacific [NOPAC] Air Safety 
Memorandum of Understanding which was signed in'Tokyo on July 29 
of this year. The Memorandum of Understanding provides for a new 
communication link between Anchorage, Tokyo, and Khabarovsk for 
use when a civil aircraft assigned to a NOPAC route is in 
trouble. It specifies certain cooperative measures among the 
three sides to identify and assist such aircraft and offers the 
use of a radio broadcasting station on Kamchatka as a navigation 
aid. 

The implementation procedures amplify on these undertakings and 
specify what the respective area control centers [ACCs] will do 
in the event an aircraft is lost, has deviated from course, has a 
communication failure, been hijacked, or has an in-flight 
emergency requiring immediate landing on USSR territory. The 
procedures agreement also stipulates that the USSR will inform 
Japan or the U.S. if an unidentified aircraft appears in a Soviet 
Flight Information Region [FIR] which could be an aircraft that 
had strayed from a NOPAC route. 



Q & As on the NOPAC Air Safety Implementation Accord 

Q: When will this agreement come into force? 

A. The Memoranduro. of Un<1Prstanding came into force 

through an exchange of diplomatic notes on October 8 

of this year. It will take several more months for 

the communication circuit to be set up and become 

operational, however. 

Q. Does this agreement mean the Soviet Union has agreed there 
will be no more Korean Airliner shootdowns? 

A. It doesn't. But it does reduce the danger of a 

repetition of such a tragedy, and that was what we 

were aiming for. Agreeing to take these steps does 

not change anyone's legal responsibilities and 

obligations. In our view, using the new mechanisms we 

have agreed on is a very practical way of reducing the 

changes of recurrence, and that is why we are pleased 

that agreement has been reached on the implementation 

procedures. The basic objective in all of these talks 

was enhancing air safety. 

Q. If an airliner strayed off a NOPAC route toward Soviet 
territory, would the Soviet Union get in touch with us under 
this agreement? 

A. This agreement establishes the mechanisms and meRns for 

doing that, and the Soviet Union has cornmited itself to 

get in touch with us when an unidentified civil aircraft 

enters one of their flight information regions. 
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Q. But if Soviet law provides for shooting down an airplane, 
and no one is changing thPir legal obligations, what is this 
agreement worth? 

A. We never expected or aimed for changes in their law, 

because current international law obliges all countries 

to assist a civil aircraft to proceed safely without 

shooting it down. What we were aiming for was new 

mechanisms and commitments to use them which would make 

it more likely that those obligations under current 

law are honored in the future. We have achieved that 

aim. In addition, the mechanism we have agreed on 

will provide some means to assist aircrews before they 

are in violation of Soviet territorial airspace. 

Q. What type of situations does the procedures document cover? 

A. It provides that in the event of an emergency 

situation in-flight that requires an immediate 

landing, the Soviet Area Control Center will provide 

assistance to the aircraft up to and including a 

landing on Soviet territory if it cannot reach U.S. or 

Japanese territory. 

It also delineates what each control center should do 

when it has information, or reason to suspect, that an 

aircraft has strayed into airspace controlled by the 

Soviet Union. 
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For example, if either the Anchorage or Tokyo Centers 

is aware that an aircraft under their control has 

inadvertantly deviated into a Soviet Flight 

Information Region and is out of communication with 

Tokyo or Anchorage, they will advise the Khabarovsk 

Center of that fact. The Soviets will then attempt to 

relay information to the aircraft to return it to 

course. 

Conversely, if the Khabarovsk Center has reason to 

believe that an unidentified aircraft detected in its 

airspace has strayed from one of the Northern Pacific 

routes, it will communicate with Tokyo or Anchorage 

and provide the irformation it has on the aircraft's 

location, altitude, and course. 

With this information, either the Tokyo or Anchorage 

Center will attempt to provide all pertinent 

information on the aircraft to Khabarovsk. 

Other procedures spelled out in the agreement provide 

guidance for handling an aircraft that has been 

hijacked and is heading into airspacP controlled bv 

the SoviPt Union, or one which has suffered a loss of 

communications. 


