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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

May 6, 1987 

MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION 

3445 

PARTICIPANTS: Horst Teltschik, Special Advisor to 
Chancellor Kohl 

Frank Carlucci, Assistant to the President 
for National Security Affairs 

DATE OF CALL: May 6, 1987 

Pursuant to instructions from the President and with the 
agreement of Secretary Shultz I phoned Horst Teltschik to discuss 
the FRG position on INF. I told him we had been following his 
activities with great interest and wanted to be as supportive as 
possible to the Chancellor. The President did not want in any 
way to seem to be putting pressure on the Chancellor. On the 
other hand I was sure that he would agree it was important for 
the Alliance to reach a decision as soon as possible. 

I wondered if it would be helpful in this matter if the President 
and the Chancellor were to have a telephone conversation. If so 
I wanted the Chancellor to know that the President would be 
delighted to talk with him. 

Teltschik responded that the Chancellor is eager to reach a 
common understanding but is still faced with problems in his own 
government. These problems related to the position of the 
Foreign Minister who favored the "second zero-zero"(SRINF). The 
Chancellor and his CDU party were in favor of common ceilings 
similar to the third option laid out by Secretary Shultz in 
Brussels. (By this I assume he was referring to the option of 
something between zero and current levels, and relating this to 
their 80-80 proposal.) 

On the other side of the coin the Chancellor was anxious to reach 
agreement with the French and the British. At this point he 
could state with confidence that the French were with them. The 
British position was a little different. 

In short the Chancellor was looking for a position that was 
acceptable to everybody. He needed more time to -do this. Hav ing 
a call between the Chancellor and the President this week mi ght 
be "too early ." Let's be in touch on this at the beginning of 
next week. 

€0tffl-ffiENT IM
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I inquired whether an emissary from us might be helpful in this 
process. Teltschik responded that "our problem exists now 
because of statements from the State Department and the Pentagon 
that you are in favor of a second zero zero. We are looking for 
an alternative position." He added that the Chancellor is 
absolutely in favor of LR INF, but the "second zero zero" would 
create a lot of problems. 

In concluding Teltschik urged that we not decide before having 
consultations on this matter. This would be disastrous since 
German interests would be most affected by such a proposal, and 
the Chancellor needed time to win necessary political support. I 
assured him we would not reach a decision before consulting with 
the Chancellor. 

CONF~L 
7 



~ 
THE PRESIDENT'S MEETING WITH SECRETARY SHULTZ 

WITH HOWARD BAKER, FRANK CARLUCCI, & COLIN POWELL 

Wednesday, May 6, 1987 - 9:30 am 

Calendar. Time for G. Visit - Late September or early October. 
Deputy Foreign Minister will be here next week. 

Tabled Start treaty. Need to push hard. Talks on nuclear 
testing preceding. 

Toughest are regional issues. Soviets stepping up pressure in 
Afghan. We the same. Nearing end game and both sides putting 
more chips on table. 

SRINF - I sent you memo. 

p Where is SS 23? G.S. In SRINF. 

Thatcher program is consistent with position in Moscow. 
Third country system tricky. Describes P.Ia's. We are not 
in strong posture on P. Ia warheads. This is why Germans 
are resisting deal. 

How I see state of play. 

a) We have satisfied Thatcher's basic conditions. 
b) We have to confront fact that no ally willingly 

deploy US SRINF. 
c) Verification better at 0. 

Now is time to make a decision. Drag on - we will lose 
leverage. Important to take initiative. Let's not push 
Germans around, but let's send somebody who can counsel 
them. 

I didn't want us to be seeming to lay down law or say we 
want you to do this. Create resentment. But more weapons 
can eliminate the better. I am alone in world (G.S. says 
he agrees. H.B. says he agrees.) 

G.S. This is an alliance problem, not military problem as such. 
We can get along w/80-80, but we look stupid. 

P We are trying to persuade 2 classes go to zero. This means 
P. Ia useless. 

f D l-- D..1-2.-:ff J 1,!( 1 
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G.S. Options. 

1) Sit here, listen and let Europeans wallow. End up 
putting SRINF aside. 

2) Go to Kohl and tell him make up mind. Here is what 
I think. You resist this. OK put in play somebody 
to help congeal around Thatchers program. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON SYSTEM II 
90457 ADD 

MEMORP-..NDUM OF CONVERSATION 

SUBJECT: 

PARTICIPANTS: 

DATF, TIME 
AND PLACE 

Telephone Conversation Between the President 
and Chancellor Helmut Kohl, Federal Republic 
of Germany 

The President 
Chancellor Helmut Kohl 

May 12, 1987, 9:00 a.m. - 9:25 a.m. 
Oval Office 

After exchange of greetings, the President stated that he had a 
message he wished to convey to Chancellor Kohl. The Chancellor 
had displayed great courage in 1983 by the deploying Pershing II 
missiles in FRG. Our Alliance steadfastness in carry ing out the 
1979 NATO decision has nearly borne fruit. The Soviets have 
agreed to reduce their SS-20s by more than 90 percent --a major 
step toward LRINF elimination. (C) 

The President emphasized that the US will keep at the LRINF 
neqotiations until we get all the SS-20s eliminated. NATO can be 
proud of that, but now shorter range INF is getting the 
spotlight. He had a brief visit with Minister Genscher yes
terday, but felt the Minister may have misunderstood part of what 
had been said. The President said he wished to underscore that 
we understand the FRG's special sensitivity on the SRINF issue. 
We have refrained from stating a preference on that issue to 
avoid putting pressure on you. We will continue to keep our 
options open. There is no µressure on you. Continuing, the 
President said that while he may have a personal preference for 
zero SRINF, the USG has not yet stated its position. Say ing he 
was a strong believer in consultations, the President added we 
are awaiting your views as well as those of the rest of NATO 
before formulating our SRINF position. The President observed 
that he had talked l ong enough and I would be curious about the 
Chancel :!..or's views . (S) 

Chance llor Ko~l thanked the President for his message and stated 
that he had two points he wanted to make at the outset. His 
first coint was that he thought exactly along the lines the 
?residert had outlined. He believed two things brought Gorbachev 
back to the table: (1) NATO's 1983 deployment cf Pershing IIE 
and GLC~s; and (2) the President's clear position on SDI. The 
Chancellor noted ~hat the Soviets are people who do not want to 
engage i~ adventure where there is any risk; thev want t o win 
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DECLASSIFY ON: OADR 

V 1M 



~ -

-- ~ C:6REt---
- 2 -

with no risk. Now, they have become aware of the risk and have 
returned to the table. This is our common success and we should 
be proud of it. (S) 

His second point, said the Chancellor, was that he was absolutel v 
i n favor of agreement this year on LRINF. The agreement should 
be acceptable to NATO. He indicated that he wanted the President 
to finish a treaty -- he wanted the President to have that 
success. The President deserved such success because without the 
President's position and efforts in the US, it would have been 
impossible for Europe to take the position that has been taken. 
(S) 

Turning to SRINF, the Chancellor stated that he did not want to 
delay this issue, but we (the FRG} could not negotiate on these 
issues -- either internally (within the FRG) or with the Soviets. 
The Chancellor expressed hope of concluding internal debate on 
SRINF in the course of the summer. He emphasized that Germany's 
special problem is that all the systems with less than 1000 
kilometer range are targeted on German territory. The Soviet 
proposals on systems between 500-1000 kilometers which include 
the German Pershing I-A are not acceptable. (S) 

Continuing, the Chancellor s a id the Europeans need to develop a 
common position that will be acceptable to the US. He said he 
wanted to continue German coordination in Europe, especially with 
London and Paris, and also with the other potential basing 
countries (Belgium, the Nether l ands , Italy}. He had already 
h ad i ntensive conversations with Chirac and Mitterrand. Ch irac 
i s very clear -- he is full o f skepticism on solut i ons in the 
500 -1000 k ilometer range. With Mitterrand, the situation is 
diffe r ent. He does not t a ke suc h a d irect interest in the s e 
matte r s, but has said he wi ll not stand a ga i nst the Germa n posi 
tion. Mrs . That c her has writte n bo t h of us, but we s hou ld ta lk 
to her once more , said Koh l. (S} 

The Chancel lor pointed out th a t an emot i onal wav e wa s being 
c r eate d in Europe that involve d the same people who st i rred up 
emo t i on s in 1983 to try t o pre v e nt NATO LRINF deployments. We 
ne ed , said t he Chance llor, to g i ve this aspect o f t he p rob l em our 
common attention. The Soviets, the Ch a ncellor sa id , will a pply 
tactics to pressure NATO members . Fi r st, t he Soviets have s aid 
that eliminat i ng mi ss iles over 1000 kilometer range i s O. K. 
Now, they said that eliminating missiles between 500 - 1000 
kilometer range i s O. K. (S) 

This will bring us, said the Chancellor, to a ne w discussion here 
in Germany: What is to happe~ in the range be t ween 0- 500 
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kilomete r ? At t hat poi n t we (NATO and FRG) are c onfronte d with 
t he a r gument tha t these remaining missiles (0-500 kilome ters) are 
e xactly the weapons that will hit onl y Germans, East o r West. 
Th is problem needs our careful considera t ion and discussion 
before it becomes a reality . Also, the Chancellor argued, the 
enormous Soviet superiority of conventional and chemical weapons 
must be taken i nto consideration. (S) 

The Chancellor then stated that for him one point was of crucial 
i mportance. These matters must result in a success f or the US, 
because only a US success makes it impossible f o r a war to be 
fou ght in Europe. Disarmament is not an end in itsel f , i t only 
serv es our purpose if security is enhanced, not diminished. That 
is our common Western objective. (S) 

The Chancellor stated that in Europe there was need t o balance 
nuclear and conventional weapons. A central point was the US 
military and nuclear guarantee to NATO -- the Chancellor stressed 
that the re was no alternative to that. (S) . 

Chancellor Koh l c oncluded b y say ing that for all of these reasons 
the FRG was still in the midst of its discussions about SRINF. 
On a personal bas i s, he said that Option III -- described b y 
Secretary Shultz (80 s y stems of SRINF on each s i de) -- is worth 
cons i deration a nd discussion. Further, the US and t he FRG must 
determine for sure what will be the future of the German Pershing 
I -As. The Chancellor then stated that he had all the c onf i dence 
in t he world in the President, and that based on the ir very 
f r i endly pe r s ona l ties -- which have spurred grea t cooperation -
the Pres i dent would fi nd an acceptable solution . I n addition, 
the Chance l l o r p romised to d o all he possibly c ould to he lp find 
such a solution . (S ) 

The President tha nke d t he Chance llor for his v iews and stated 
tha t we cannot beg in d iscussing shorter range ( less than 500 
k i lomete r ) s yste ms be f ore ma k ing sure t hat c onventional and 
chemical imbalances we r e r edressed. (S ) 

Chancellor Kohl r e sponde d that he shared the President's view . 
He pointed out that his c omments we r e an attemo t to describe what 
he foresaw as possible defeat in the FRG . The Chancellor then 
offered his per s onal view that Gorba c hev would agree to eliminate 
all LRINF and that the US should c ontinue to press for such 
elimination and reach agreement on it . (S) 

Continuing , The Chancellor empha si zed that with respect t o all 
other svstems -- both shor te r r ange nucle ar, chemical, a nd 
conventional -- the West should be cautious and prudent and 
should consider each step carefully . The Chancellor then re
peated his wish to see the President achieve an LRINF agreement 
this vear that could be ra t i f ied be fore the US elections . (S) 

SE<;ruif 
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In reply, The President said he believed the US and the FRG 
agreed on many of these issues. He would welcome the 
Chancellor's further thinking after consultations were 
complete so the West could go forward with a unified position. 
This would make it impossible for the Soviets to separate the 
Allies. The President then indicated that he would like to move 
forward as soon as possible, but repeated that this was not an 
attempt to put pressure on the FRG. (S) 

The Chancellor replied that that was exactly how he wished to 
assist the President. The President then reminded the Chancellor 
that if the Chancellor wished to try for an 80-80 SRINF solution, 
the US would need to know where Europeans wanted us to deploy the 
80 systems that would be our part of that balance. (S) 

The Chancellor stated that he understood the President's concern. 
(S) 

Saying he appreciated 
President underscored 
Chancellor in Venice. 
(U) 

the opportunity of this conversation, The 
that he looked forward to seeing the -

The two leaders then exchanged closings. 

1/ 
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Sau41 ,Roaition on Conver■ationa with the President 
•en iB..U Contribution• to the Contras 

lllp-a ~DOW -':1:IM ,._..._. have taken the po■ition that the President 
_.. .'t:,M _ • • r _ ,4iUU. ·ll•i •14 to the Contras. Privately 

:·the.}' . ,,. , , •• • · .. JtcJl._,.-.at4 .:.._.1, e1t · aucb · aid. 
• :-: ... : - ·-. >#·~"t!lf~ ~ -(~~~?I,.:.: -~•, .· ~:.~ ... .., ~;$::~;t.~:- .. ··~ " --• 
h .. l.l9ht- -~ ·~~•-· ::11.i,. •r ·. ·~---1 • . Jiave .. beml in tq •. 
ua. JCing Fahd •till doe• ~ ~ ~-nt=~1•r ·· 
-whan he was ·here. 'l'he Sau4b"<¥111.~--to . . _. f",., 
coaaent on thi• subject. If they are unable to·· do ·so · :- ·-
·ttake the following line: 

1. They don't discuas converaation• between Beads of 
State. 

2. They do cooperate in many areas with the US 
Government. 

3. They have provided humanitarian aid to people fighting 
for freedom in various parts of the world. 

4 . The President has never asked the lting for aid to the 
Contras nor did he rai■e it with Bis Majesty or Prince 
Bandar during the visit. 

The Saudis still wonder how to get around the dilemma of your 
recalling the statement and Fahd being unable to recall it. I 
told them to simply state they don't recall the statement and do 
not have this in their records, but in any event the central 
point is clear. The President of the United States did not 
solicit funds for the Contras. 

BY gL0 
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May 28, 1987 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: FRANK C. CARLUC~ 

SUBJECT: Meeting Between the President and the Secretary 
of State Relating to Moscow Embassy Situation 

In his last meeting with you Secretary Shultz said he would 
discuss the Moscow Embassy Security situati.on with you at some 
future time. The following is an update in preparation for that 
meeting. 

-SECRE:I' 

Schlesinger returned from his trip to Moscow last night 
(5/27). He may indicate the construction of the 
Embassy building is not as bad as reported in the 
press. 

Secretary Shultz was recently briefed on the results of 
the joint State/CIA/FBI fly-away teams that visited 10 
countries to look at the state of security. The teams 
have provided several recommendations about improving 
security at overseas missions. Among the recommenda
tions is the need for a standardized non-fraternization 
policy which can be strictly enforced. The teams found 
this area a weak element in our security policy. 

The teams also found little or no counterintelligence 
operation being conducted to protect our missions. 
Presently what is done is divided among State, CIA and 
occasionally other agency personnel. 

The Naval Investigative Service continues to pursue the 
espionage investigation involving the Marines. To 
date, they have interviewed 155 Marine Security Guards 
(MSG) and polygraphed 104. Out of this group, two have 
admitted espionage and two are strongly suspected of 
espionage. Six more have shown deception on polygraph 
questions relating to espionage. In addition, between 
45 and 50 Marines have admitted unauthorized contact 
with criteria country citizens or other infractions of 
regulations or illegal activities, some of which may 
involve KGB recruitment operations directed against MSG 
personnel. 

Declassify on: OADR 
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To date, investigators have discovered no physical 
evidence in Moscow to prove the Soviets made entry 
into our Embassy's secure spaces. 

Secretary Shultz may raise the issue of funding needs 
to address issues raised by the Moscow security 
situation and the problems we are finding at other 
posts. 
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7:00 a.m. 

7:20 a.m. 
(40 minutes) 

8:00 a.m. 
(15 minutes) 

8:15 a.m. 
(15 minutes) 

8:30 a.m. 
(30 minutes) 

9:00 a.m. 
(15 minutes) 

9:15 a.m. 
(30 minutes) 

9:45 a.m. 
(10 minutes) 

10:05 a.m. 

THE VICE PRESIDENT 

WASHINGTON 

THE VICE PRESIDENT'S SCHEDULE 

FOR 

FRIDAY, JUNE 12, 1987 

The VICE PRESIDENT departs 
Residence for OEOB 

The VICE PRESIDENT arrives 
OEOB and Personal Staff Time 

Meeting with Craig Fuller 

CIA Briefing 
(Gregg) 

Senior Staff Time 
(Fuller) 

Meeting with John McMullen 
(Bates) 

Personal Staff Time 

Drop-by Reception for 
"Future of America" 
(Greenleaf) 

The VICE PRESIDENT departs 
OEOB en route Andrews Air 
Force Base 

(OEOB Office) 

(OEOB Office) 

(OEOB Office) 

(OEOB Office) 

(OEOB Office) 

(Indian Treaty 
Room) 



'• 

10:35 a.m. 

- 10:45 a.m. 

The VICE PRESIDENT arrives 
Andrews Air Force Base 

The VICE PRESIDENT departs 
Andrews Air Force Base en route 
Sommersworth, New Hampshire 

SEE SEPARATE SCHEDULE 

RON KENNEBUNKPORT, MAINE 

6/11/Spm 
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MEETING WITH PRESIDENT REAGAN AND PRESIDENT ARIAS 
IN THE OVAL OFFICE - JUNE 17, 1987 

P Welcome plan - defects 
Looking forward to mtg w/dem. resisting 

Laas 
Express my concerns. May undercut your goals 

A I know of your concerns. Have dealt with this for last 
3 1/2 months 

P Goal is worthy & has our support 

A We decided postpone till beginning of August & hold FM mtg 
before. FM never met before because Sand.didn't present 
anything written. Sand. against, recently said in favor. 
But awaiting reaction of other countries. Wanted Salv. to 
present objections. 

A Don't like our peace proposal. Wrote letter to 

?-ttttf C, 

Contradoras saying wanted discuss letter of Contradoras, but 
recognize my plan has teeth. Emphasize democracy. Puts 
timetable. 
Contradora has been used by Sandinistas. 
All peace initiatives in past have been used by Nicaragua to 
get time. My objective is to unmask Sand. I made trip to 
Europe & got support for my plan; also Contradoras & Central 
Americas. 

Ambiguity of Sand. We have to unmask them. Have to show 
they betrayed revolution. This is one of main objectives of 
my peace proposal. 

For 60 days we allow them to show sincerity. I know they 
cannot fulfill it. They cannot open La Prensa in 60 days. 
Won't let Obando y Bravo use press. 

If we could take calculated risk for 60 days. 
I don't believe they will open up. They won't accept 
liberty because it is end. Only 15% would vote for them. 
Hunger & misery. Believe me my only objective is expose 
Nicaraguan government and to change it. My interest is 
vital. I am neighbor w/o Army. They have used Contras as 
excuse for everything, to abolish liberty and for poor state 
of economy. Will collapse tomorrow. They are desperate 

Z ___, E"" 
j> .,...._ ~ .. .,.., ~\ ~. 
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now. They are isolated. Will collapse. 

-'-·• ~ ,.,, --- ,_ .... 
I''" - ., • lS 

I may be wrong, but believe in my sincerity. Washington has 
been alone. Europe backed Contradoras thus they will back 
me. 

In 60 days we see if they sincere. If they lie, then whole 
world will know. 

Alfonsin, de la Madrid don't like Nicaragua, but not 
supporting Contras. My country is 99% anti-Sandinistas. 
We betrayed by them. 

COl:>IFIBEM'fild::, 
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p You giving them 
concern is that 
be gone because 
close loopholes 

a period in which they could cheat. 
cheating could succeed, but pressure 
freedom fighters no longer viable. 
through which cheat? 

Our 
would 

Why not 

Not case of saying don't make proposal. It is case of 
making sure they don't cheat. If they do then do we move 
i n militarily. That is not the answer. They will cheat. 

A There may be some loopholes. Discussed w/Habib who has done 
tremendous job. But they can't get away with it. But 
commission will control this. 

I concerned about Duarte, who is our friend. Durate has 
doubts; they valid concerns. I want to be on offensive. 
If 4 dem. agree Nie will be isolated. Within 2 months 
they will be exposed. Against essence of Marist govt to 
do what we propose. 

P Nie has had disinformation campaigns. Tells story of Bishop 
Schlaff er being attacked by Contras, but really atta cked by 
Sandinistas. 
Nothing being lost to you in this plan - you want to expose 
them in 60 days. If that is true they will have exposed 
themselves but strengthened for future in going ahead. 
Could loopholes be removed so they could be exposed by 
refusing? Then no way out. Have to go ahead w/democratiza
tion. 
Let's look for ways to eliminate loopholes and then we will 
be very supportive. 

A But S. wouldn't agree to what Durate wants. 

P Then they expose themsleves. 

A But if they refuse there is no agreement. If there is no 
agreement among 4 democracies, then I won't go on. 

P You would be chief spokesman, not failure, joined by all of 
us. They don't want democracy. You would be the man who 
demonstrates it. Freedom fighters would be shown to be 
right. 

A By perception this is a little different. If there is no 
agreement because S. propose changes, then that battle is 
won. 

P Let's close loopholes in that way we are united. When S. 
see no loopholes & can't accept, then they are exposed for 
what they are. 

CONF~AL 
-> 
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A That is the best scenario. If we 4 democracies can agree. 
I don't think we can reach agreement because Sand. can't 
agree w/Salvador. 
The Sandinistas will win. If we sign an agreement w/loop
holes. We just want 60 days & then it is Sandinistas who 
will be exposed. 

Baker - What happens after 60 days? 

A There are no sanctions, but anything could happen. 

P But in meantime what happens to Contras? 

A This has to be negotiated. We wrote 2 lines about 
ceasefire. Commission of Natl. Reconciliation would 
have to deal with this. 

P If Nicaragua becomes democracy no more support for 
guerillas in Salvador. 

Habib - Not just El Savlador seeking improvements. Also 
Honduras and Guatemala. You can harmonize your views. 
Can harmonize & still retain essence of your proposals. 

Madrigal - We are not saying take it or leave it. 
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