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Soviet Mission, 
Geneva, Switzerland 

United States 
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r: -: :""-:=.-:.~ 

~~ r-isrcl SE-cre-tc. ~·: ~~ikh~ :.=. C.:c•rbache\Y 
F~uar~ S~e~ard~a~ze . ~irister of Foreign Affairs 
~eorgy E. ~orni ~Erk~, first D~~~ty MinistEr c~ Forei 9~ Affairs 
;;.r,2.t0ly F. Dobrynir., A..rnbc£s2cc,r tc the linited States 
Aleksandr Yakovlev, Chief, Fropagar~a Department, Central 

Cormni.:. tee, CPSC 
Leon id t-'.. Zarny2tin, Chie:::, !ntern2.:.:.c-,nal Inforr.;ation Department, 

Ce~trcl Cc:i7~'. ittee, CPSl1 

Andrev K. Ale~sar6rov-hge~tov, Ass:s~art to General Secre:.ary 
Ge:::- ;:,2:: n E , · 

Sergey P. 7ar2senkc, kssistant ~c Mir:ister of Foreign A::r.jrs 
Soviet Interpre~er 
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u~~erst00 6 tha~ this wou~~ t~ t~eir :~f~ G~ficia: 
invi~ed ~he Presi6en~ to start the s E~sicn. 

T~e President began by noting thct he would like to su~,c :::::.ze 
his disc~ssions with Gorbachev over the pre~i~us two davs. ½~ 
had a few points to rr.ake anc would be interested in seeing if 
Gorbachev could agree. 

There had- been two days of candid conversation on a wide range 
of issues. There were clear differences on such questions as 
nuclear weapons, on the political philosophy of the two countries. 
It was important to be realistic and to have no illusions regarc­
ing our differences. 

But there were some common concerns as well. Both sides had 
expressed their commitment to deep reductions in nuclear armaments 
and their hope to eliminate such weapons entirely some cay. Both 
would like to inteDsify discussions on how to increase strategic 
stabi l ity and reduce the dangers to either side. 

T ~~ ?resident ~~p~ated his convicti on o~ a need for a sh:~~ 
fr o~ 6e~~rrence b~Ee~ on strategic ar~s to a qreacer relia ~2e c-~ 
defe~sive syste~s. Ii our research ~as borne out it wou16 t ~ 
r. e 8=--::2ar\· to di:eci.:ss r:cw tc int.r-oduce cefen sive s~·s:er:-:s. :--:--ie :·~ 
~as a:sc a need for 9=eater mutual trust t h rough corrplia n ce ~it. t 
0bli;c ~ i ons u~ 6er til~:eral and multilateral aareE ~e n ts f ~o~ f= ~-s 
cc r.~ r n : t o t h~ E~:si~ki Final Act. 

f~=~ t c~ ~he ~?u s~s c~ regi onal t2~21 c ns, but the ?resi~ent b ~­
!i~~? t ~~ t t ss~ ~he ~e ~d to i~: ~~s1fv t.he c c ~sulcacive cro c~ss c~ - -

CLi ~~~ ~:~~ ~ s v ~s ~=~~2r~6 t o a s s a~ ia~e itself ~ i ~~ b8 l~ i ~i~i ~­
t.ives t~ r s solve c ~~flicts which h ad da~aaed C.S.-Soviet rela~1 ~~ s 
an~ ~0c r av ~~e~ i n ternational te n s 1o~s. This ~as behi nd our prc­
pc sa~s f a r m1:1c~ry c1sengagemen: and tc end outside involve~en t 
in regional struggles. The people of the various regions must be 
able to solve their ow~ problems. 

There were a num~er of bilateral questions which could be 
resolve d if the necessary political will was there. The two sideE 
shc~ld be able ~c 6qree to a funaamental expansion of exchanges 
i n t~e arecs o: culture, science, a~d athletics as a means o: 
promo ting greater mutual understan6ing. 

The President described his d~scussions with Gorbachev as 
the two leacers w~u~c 
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:~0ket fcr~art ~c ~~~ p: ~ ~f~r e :~ ~= : ~ ~ ~ ~~~ • ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ ~c ~h~ r. ~. 
i:: 2.98€, anC tc, fl iS o;,.,r: , :- :~::. :.~ !< :-== -~\ : 1:-. ~ ~, . . ~f"E r:=·E~lt£ c': 
the Geneva ffieetings woul6 bE c:Ea~ c~ J,· in ~~e rncn tts a~d y~arE 

The President then rea~ the follo~i~~ s~aternent on the Nucle2r 
and Space Talk~ fNST) for the Soviets' ccnsideration as a ~oint 
statement of what might be acco~plishe6 in these discussions: 

"The President and the General Secretary discussed the negc­
tiations on r~clear and space arms. They agreed that work on 
these negotiations should be accelerated with a view to accom­
plishing the tasks assigned in the Joint US-Soviet Agreement of 
January 8, 1985, specifically to prevent an arms race in outer 
space and to terminate it on earth, to limit and reduce nuclear 
arms and enhance strategic stability. Offensive nuclear arms 
will be significantly reduced applying the general concept of 50% 
reductions to equal ceilings on specific, comparable categories. 
There will be a secarate interim aqreement resultinc in reductions 
and limitations on· land-based, int;rmediate-range n~clear missile 
systems as a step to~arc the total eli~ination o~ chis class of 
missiles. Tc insure effective verif i ca~ion of ca~pliance, G~~~­
ingful Deasures tc th1s ~~c wil: be ~~nct i a~?t c c·~c~rrenc:y ~itt 
l~rnits c~ weaponry an~ i ~ ~Gr?orat2~ 1~ 2~~ ~ = :~ ~~~~~s res u ~t1~g 
frorr: these r.e9 o tiaci c ::s." 

After ~irst confirDi~~ thst. thE Fres~ ~ ~~~ ~ as ~inis hee, Gor­
bachev i nd:cated that he ',,:·:ulc lir:e t. c 2 1i:::- ·:.1 ::: tr :e r ,-=·eti:-ic fr-c,m 
the Sovie~ p~rS?E~t.ive. 

considere~ a p c 5itiv~ ~eve: o p~e~t., s1~2e :t 6~~c~E~rate6 a ,cint 

t;nc1=!:"stanc1nc; c: t-he s:cr:ific2nce c,f t.:.E.-S'.:",viet r-=lat io r:s a:-1c. c: 

~ith the Fresiden~ tta~ the rneetinc t2~ take~ olacs 1~ aL a~~~-- -
sphere c~ ~rank~ess, w~ich perrnit.~e~ ~ ~ e tw~ :eaters ~o outlins 
in detail their positions or. the fu~: ~cnce c: bilatEral and irc­
ternatior.a} auestions. 

Gorbachev concurred further that the discussions had revealed 
deep differences in the two sides' assessments of the causes of 
certain bilateral and internationa~ differe~ces. The talks had 
allowed both sides to understand cne another better; this was cf 
some importance, even major importance. Gorbachev felt, however, 
that the discussio~ had shown tha~ the two sides were unable to 
build a joint concept for dealing with the broad range of bilat­
eral and international auestions. Nonetheless, thev had aareed 
to continue their political dialogue. It was in thls cont~xt 
that the two leade!:"s had agreed on an exchange of visits at a 
time to be arranged. 

~ 
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sic~s a~t in ple~a~~ sessi ~~s. Hs :ei~ ~na~ t~e peopie c: o c t~ 
countri~s, as well as the worl~ as 2 ~hole, were concer~et bv t~~ 
number of nuclear weapcns and the need to stop the arms race and 
to proceed to disarffiaroent. Dnfortu~ately, it was impossible to 
report to our peop:es and to the world that there had been a rap­
prochement of positions. 

The Sovie_"t; side had tried in the meetings to make an extra 
effort to explain its views. Discussions had been held, but it 
would be a distortion of the truth to say that there had been 
progress. Such progress as had been achieved was limited to a 
detailed disc~ssion and exchange of positions. Gorbachev hoped 
that this was not the last word. Both sides would take into ac­
count the frank discussions which had taken place. Joint efforts 
should be continued. 

The S~vie t Union was in favor of continuing negotiations on 
the ~asis c :: th e January 1985 Jo i ~t Statement on stopping the 
arms ::.-ace :n sa~th ant preventing it in space. Serious work lay 
c.-: c:::: :.. G:::.-;::,'::::-.~\- ::-?lt tha~ r:1c,v.;:;r'=r, ~ ....-as pc-ssible. T:-ie Soviet 
i:..:::-. ic:: . ....-:::5 -:-:: :-~-.i tt~c. t.o t.he ~~:,irit c,:: the ... --:a::uary 1985 u:r;der-stand­
i~~ ~ a ~t ;= '=?=~? ~ tc act i~ accor~ ~ith t~ern, on the clear under­
E~=~~:n~ ~fa~ it ~as 2;ainst the ar~s race o~ ear~h. The USSR 
Kas ?::.-Epar~~ as a first s~ep to seek to ~~plernent the idea o:: a 
5G~ ::.-e6 u c~~0~ c :: o ~fe~s~ve nuclear forces on the basis of both 

B~~ this was bas~d on t h e understanding that 
~e:~j ~::_- si t '= ~~~:t ~~ie steps wtict ~ouit ~?2~ up a~ a::.-rns race i~ 
s~=c~ . 2~ ~~e ~ ~s~s c:: t hi s u~de::.-~ta~d:ng the Soviet Unicn ~a~ 

cha~~es 1~ ~he economic, cul1:ura l 
:es~y tc w~r-k tc expand 
and sc:enti::ic fields. 

ex-

Or-, reqi -::> :-.a2. pr0=:-lems (which he at ::.rst f o r-ao1: to mention), 
Gorbachev acknowledged that both sides attached importance tc the 
problem and shared c desire to seek political settlements of re­
gional disputes to relieve tensions on the basis of non-inter­
ference in the in-ternal affairs of other countries. He agreed 
that bilateral regi on al expert ccnsultatio~s should be continued. 

!;oting t~at :.he :?resicent tad raisec the pr-E"sibility of a 
statemer:t _sv.rrr,.arizir!g the results of their discussions, Gorbachev 
asked if this would be justified. The President indicated that 
we had hoped to get to the subject, and called on Secretary Shultz 
to cut2.ine t h e optio :r:s as we sav.· t~err.. G-:,r- ba .:- he v co:r.nented tr.at 
the Soviets did not ~nsist that there be a ststern5nt. :f there 
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Secretarv Shultz outli n ed a ~u~be~ c~ o~~io~s, nctin~ t~a ~ 
o~e could envision an outcome i~volving al~, sorne, er no ne. 

-- First, there could be a written compilation of all iterr.s wr.ich 
had been agreed durincr the. leaders' meetings or in the prepara­
tions for their rneetinqs. There were quite a number of these, o= 
varying importance. There was a pc~sibility of developing joint 
language on ce.rtain arms control questions: e.g., on the Stock­
holm conference and chemical weapons proliferation. Agreed lan­
guage existed on nuclear non-proliferation. The President in the 
statement he read had raised the possibility that NST might be 
treated, although that morning's conversation had shown the depth 
of differences on that set of issues. There could also be agree­
ment on a range of regional and bilateral questions, and on a 
process for the future. In this connection the Secretary had 
been struck by Gorbachev's references the day before to a mecha­
nism for regulating U.S.-Soviet relations. Thus, it might prove 
:casible t o devel o ? a ~ackage which would register areas of agr2s­
rnent rea ched in Geneva. Disagreemen ts wou l d not be reaist e r ed 
exce~t tc a c kn0wl~6g e that they existe~. 

-- k se 2ond pcssibi:ity would be to sign some sort cf docu~ent . 
The ~~n~ral excha~ge ~ aqreernent was already agreed at the tech~~­
ca: :evel and could be sia~ed if the leaders ~ished. 

C •: ;rr.Tr::-;~ s:. ~E:. Kf:ile e. ,:; C' r, le ~6e:- "'oulC Sc. \· v:~c.-: 

C.S. ~e:t ~hers s hc uld be sc~e coordinatic~ to 
The ~ecretary s recul ated ttat statement~ could 
ences but could alsc 1~ clude parallel l a~qu age 

r 1 e ~· i. ~ :1 e C. 1 "":. :-. ~ 
C.\? C, i C. E UZ:- Ci!":S E 2 . . 

Fo ~ exarnp:e , o~ ~ST there were issues o~ which U.S. and Sov:e t 
vie~2 ccir:id~~ . a~~ ethers w~ere they did not. The Kint c~ 
stat 0~e ~ t h ~ ~2t ir ~ind wcul d ~ske c l ear bot~ areas cf ac~ee~e~~ 
and d i sasreem~~t . 

- A f ourth c~tion would be to release a short joint report saying, 
essentially, that the leaders had met and agreed to meet again. 
Both sides could then issue statements of their own. 

- Finally , the two sides could make individual statements at dif­
ferent sites. The Secretary speculated that both leaders would, 
in any c a se, be reporting publicly to their peoples in their rnee t­
inc~. 

The Secretary concluded by noting that the U.S. would be wil l ­
ing to consider some sort of joint ceremony on the next morning, 
but was prepared tc crc in a variety o ~ ways. He was aware o~ the 
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la~~ o~~ in a ro~dul~:et ~Eshi o~ ~~ult seerr tc be a~ 3~~~or~:t~~ 
~av tc croceed. In su=t ~ ccntex~, the Fresident's sta~~~~~~ c~ 
KSi could be either inclu6ed in a ,c~nt statenent c= used u~~:at ­
erally. 

Gorbachev, noting that the issue required some thou~ht, ~nc~­
cated that he was nonetheless prepared to respond. If he unce=­
stood correctly, both sides wanted to continue the dialogue that 
was begun in _p_reparations for the Geneva meeting, which had been 
expanded in Geneva, and which would be continued in the future. 
Even if one were subjectively against such dialogue, objectively 
it was necessary to continue contacts and exchanges, and to deep­
en the process of searching for solutions in the interests of 
U.S. and Soviet peoples and of the people of the whole world. 
The Soviet Union, therefore, welcomed Secretary Shultz's expres­
sion of willingness to continue work in the future. 

On how to document the Geneva meeting, Gorbachev indicated 
tr.ct the Soviet ·ur:ion would be .i:,re?o!'E"d to accomrn,'.:'d.ate a U.S. 
cs3ire for a joint cocument, t,,;het.hE-!' a cor:ur,unique or simF,le s':atE­
" -= " -· Kc,ting t:-,=t. ::.te Sovi<:t l~r_i o r. tac c::::-iqinally c:cvocatec c 
1:- ·:r:-..:"71..1~iS"ue , bu-: r:oC C::rc)pped the i 6:: c.. ~-:-:er. i-:. a?pec.::.-eC the r_·. 5. 
~!snot interEst. 2c5., he outlined h~s a£sess~en t. o f hew to proceed. 
~= :::. c •:·r:~,-~r-_i ,~u'= ~r.i c ,:;:-pC•!-ateC. the fu~C=I7~er;~::: rest.1:ts o".: the w2e-:.­
ing , there would be no need for s e ~arate statements. 

the o r esent ~ee~ir.c. - -

G~rta2hev ~e:t t~at it would be ~~apnrcpri3te tc seek s i mply 
tc ~:s~ ~:~0= a;r ~?~e~ts i~ a ~0~~t ac2u~~~t. ~his w~ulc nc::. b~ 
u~te rst ~oc l~ oc ::::- two cou~tries 0r i nternation2l:v. A rnore s~~-

t h~ tw2 :~aters s~ould r~assess t h~ ?rotlerr ar.c per~a?s 6epu ':iz~ 
se~ic~ ~ ~ ~~~rs c~ their staffs t0 propose a s clu~i0L . ~e ~c~ee 
tha~ ~ea~~ t he ?resident might take a walk, leaving Secretar~ 
ShLl:~: a~~ Fc~eig~ Minister Shevard~adze to work o~ the proble~. 

More seriously, Gorbachev recalled that the Soviet~ had always 
been prepared for a communique; in::eed at one point they had 
thought the U.S. had agreed to such a docuroent. He felt that 
there was still time to work out a~ acceptable document if both 
sides were wil: ina . He repeated ~is suqgestion that the Foreisn 
Ministers shoulo ~tudy the prob:ere and present their findings tc 
the l~ajers. 

The ?reside~t obs~rved that he might have been to blame for 
anv confusion the Soviets had felt with respect to a communique. 
I~ co~siderinq ~he question befoye the Geneva meeting, the 

c- r .- ~"' c- --r:.-.:z:., ",:­
~ L... , ~~ _. _..,..,__. 
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having o~e lea~Er rea~ 2 ;~e-c~o~ed do=~~e~~ c ~ ~ehalf of ths 

that the rnseting wes ?art cf a~ on9cing proce2s. I~ this con text, 
a document r:,iqht !Je v.·: r~r.whi le. '!'he President felt, however, 
that such a docu~en~ sh0ult in~lude bilateral issues already 
worked out. 

Gorbachev said he sharec ~~e President's view. hfter seven 
years without. ,a U.S. -Soviet s1..:.:-:uni t, the President was probably 
right in being somewhat apprehensive about how the meeting would 
develop. Now that the meeting hac taken place, it might be pos­
sible to compile "a joint appro ach in a fundamental ~ay." Gorba­
chev again suggested that the Secretary and Shevardnadze consult 
and report to the leaders. 

The Secretarv cor.~ented that U.S. and Soviet representatives 
had been at work..c-since 11:30 tho~ morning to explore possibilities 
of developing a c~~ptable join~ l~~guage. It would be necessary 
to c:-~~c },: wi tr: ':: ,2 :-:- ::..~:ore he a:1c .S :-;e\·a~c:-.2:dze coulG begin wc,rk. 
Go~l:,:i.che_:_::: car E7G . i"ie !=•::-C:>:sec a t::-e 2.k cr,c. qi.lip?ec that the !clcst 
~~?o r~2~-: ~as;: : s ::~c ~ne Fc r~ ic~ ~ini s~~r5 ~o~ ~23 to find thei::-

.:---ec:-e::.::.~.-::.:__~:_~_:_-:_~ ~or_:-'=E S'7-C. : c-c-;.:larl:· :.r-.~": ~'= a~ C: S!:t,·crdncCze 
t~c. agreec. 1~ 2 5e;~~~b~r t i~~~ r c 0~~er s 2~i o~ that they should 
let their lea~~rs car ry 22 ~uch c:: the burie~ in G~neva as pcs s~-

roo~, retiree. ~c 
sation . 

S~ ~ LJ , ~ !_~ .... - \ ... 

rrn ~ t--.. ::::.- =-:.=-·:·· . .-____ -- - ---=-
a -: h i C:.: ~:-: ::-. . 

•- ~he K~2sion recepti o~ 
a~ e x ~e nced privace conv er-

?r~pared by: 
!-~ark Parri.s, 
Department 0:: State 
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Meeting Date: 20 Novembe r 1985 

Time: 2:45 P.M. - 3:30 P.M. 

Place: Soviet Miss i on, Geneva 

Participants: 

U.S. 

President Ronald Reagan 

Secretary Shultz 

Donald Regan 

Robert McFarlane 

Amb. Arthur Hartman 

Amb. Paul Ni t ze 

Amb. Jack Matlock 

Mark Parris (Notetaker) 

Dimitry Zarechnak ( Int.) 

USSR 

General Secretary Gorbachev 

Foreign Minister Shevardnadze 

Amb. A. Dobrynin 

Dep. Foreign Minister Korniyenko 

CPSU CC Dept. Chief Yakovlev 

CPSU CC Dept. Chief Zamyatin 

Sergei Tarasenko (Notetaker) 

Soviet Interpreter 

Soviet Interpreter 

Gorbachev opened the meeting by remarking that just days 

before the two leaders had been moving toward Geneva. They 

were now moving toward the completion of their meeting. 

Gorbachev understood that this would be their last official 

session. He invited the President to start the session. 

The President began by noting that he would like to 

summarize his discussions with Gorbachev over the previous two 

days~ He had 

f 9 lo ~on _if:-~ 
-, NARA, DATE _5'/J5~ 
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a few points to make and would be interested in seeing if 

Gorbachev could agree. 

There had been two days of candid conversation on a wide 

range of issues. There were clear differences on such 

questions as nuclear weapons, on the political philosophy of 

the two countries. It was important to be realistic and to 

have no illusions regarding our differences. 

But there were some common concerns as well. Both sides 

had expressed their commitment to deep reductions in nuclear 

armaments and their hope ~o eliminate such weapons entirely 

some day. Both would like to intensify discussions on how to 

increase strategic stability and reduce the dangers to either 

side. 

The President repeated his conviction of a need for a shift 

from deterrence based on strategic arms to a greater reliance 

on defensive systems. If. our research was borne out it would 

be necessary to discuss how to introduce defensive systems. 

There was also a need for greater mutual trust through 

compliance with obligations under bilateral and multilateral 

agreements from arms control to the Helsinki Final Act. 
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In addition to creating a safer strategic environment, it 

was necessary to end tragic regional conflicts. The two sides 

differed on the causes of regional tensions, but the President 

believed both saw the need to intensify the consultative 

process on local conflicts. As he had said in his October UNGA 

speech, the United States was prepared to associate itself with 

bold initiatives to resolve conflicts which had damaged 

u.s.-soviet relations and aggravated international tensions. 

This was behind our proposals for military disengagement and to 

end outside involvement in regional struggles. The people of 

the various regions must be able to solve their own problems. 

There were a number of bilateral questions which could be 

resolved if the necessary political will was there. The two 

sides should be able to agree to a fundamental expansion of 

exchanges in the areas of culture, science, and athletics as a 

means of promoting greater mutual understanding. 

The President described his discussions with Gorbachev as 

rich and constructive. He was pleased that the two leaders 

would continue the process by visiting each others' countries. 

He looked forward to the pleasure of Gorbachev's visit to the 

U.S. in 1986, and to his own visit to Moscow in 1987. The 

results of the Geneva meetings would be clear only in the 

months and years ahead. 
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The President then read the following statement on the 

Nuclear and Space Talks (NST) for the Soviets' consideration as 

a joint statement of what might be accomplished in those 

discussions: 

•The President and the General Secretary discussed the 

negotiations on nuclear and space arms. They agreed that work 

on these negotiations should be accelerated with a view to 

accomplishing the tasks assigned in the Joint US-Soviet 

Agreement of January 8, 1985, specifically to prevent an arms 
' 

race in outer space and to terminate it on earth, to limit and 

reduce nuclear arms and enhance strategic stability. Offensive 

nuclear arms will be significantly reduced applying the general 

concept of 50% reductions to equal ceilings on specific, 

comparable categories. There will be a separate interim 

agreement resulting in reductions and limitations on 

land-based, intermediate-range nuclear missile systems as a 

step toward the total elimination of this class of missiles. 

To insure effective verification of compliance, meaningful 

measures to this end will be negotiated concurrently with 

limits on weaponry and incorporated in all agreements resulting 

from these negotiations.• 
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After first confirming that the President was finished, 

Gorbachev indicated that he would like to sum up the meeting 

from the Soviet perspective. 

Gorbachev felt that the very fact of the meeting should be 

considered a positive development, since it demonstrated a 

joint understanding of the significance of U.S. - So~iet 

relations and of the two sides' responsibilities and role in 

the world. He agreed with the President that the meeting had 

taken place in an atmosphere of frankness, which permitted the 

two leaders to outline in detail their positions on the full 

range of bilateral and international questions. 

Gorbachev concurred further that the discussions had 

revealed deep differences in the two sides' assessments of the 

causes of certain bilateral and international differences. The 

talks had allowed both sides to understand one another better; 

this was of some importance, even major importance. Gorbachev 

felt, however, that the discussion had shown that the two sides 

were unable to build a joint concept for dealing with the broad 

range of bilateral and international questions. Nonetheless, 

they had agreed to continue their political dialogue. It was 

in this context that the two leaders had agreed on an exchange 

of visits at a time to be arranged. 
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For its part the soviet side would have to say in 

describing the meeting that questions of war and peace had been 

at the center of the meeting in one way or another both during 

private discussions and in plenary sessions. He felt that the 

people of both countries, as well as the world as a whole, were 

concerned by the number of nuclear weapons and the need to stop 

the arms race and to proceed to disarmament. Unfortunately, it 

was impossible to report to our peoples and to the world that 

there had been a rapprochement of positions. 

The Soviet side ha~ tried in the meetings to make an extra 

effort to explain its views. Discussions had been held, but it 

would be a distortion of the truth to say that there had been 

progress. Such progress as had been achieved was limited to a 

detailed discussion and exchange of positions. Gorbachev hoped 

that this was not the last word. Both sides would take into 

account the frank discussions which had taken place. Joint 

efforts should be continued. 

The soviet Union was in favor of continuing negotiations on 

the basis of the January 1985 Joint Statement on stopping the 

arms race on earth and preventing it in space. Serious work 

lay ahead. Gorbachev felt that movement was possible. The 

Soviet Union was committed to the spirit of the January 1985 
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understandings and prepared to act in accord with them, on the 

clear understanding that it was against the arms race on 

earth. The USSR was prepared as a first step to seek to 

implement the idea of a 50% reduction of offensive nuclear 

forces on the basis of both sides' proposals. But this was 

based on the understanding that neither side would take steps 

which would open up an arms race in space. On the basis of 

this understanding the Soviet Union was open to further 

movement toward deep reductions in nuclear arms. 

Gorbachev agreed that it was possible to intensify 

bilateral relations. This would contribute to greater trust 

between the two countries. The USSR would be ready to work to 

expand exchanges in the economic, cultural and scientific 

fields. 

On regional problems (which he at first forgot to mention), 

Gorbachev acknowledged that both sides attached importance to 

the problem and shared a desire to seek political settlements 

of regional d1sputes to relieve tensions on the basis of non­

interference in the internal affairs of other countries. He 

agreed that bilateral regional expert consultations should be 

continued. 

Noting that the President had raised the possibility of a 
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statemen t summarizing the results of their discussions, 

Gorbachev asked if this would be justified. The President 

indicated that we had hoped to get to the subject, and called 

bn Secretary Shultz to outline the options as we saw them. 

Gorbachev commented that the Soviets did not insist that there 

be a statement. If there was nothing to report, it was better 

to say so. The President felt nonetheless that it would be 

useful to share views on how to handle the question of 

reporting the results of their meetings. 

Secretary Shultz outlined a number of options, noting that 

one could envision an outcome involving all, some, or none. 

- First, there could be a written compillation of all items 

which had been agreed during the leaders' meetings or in the 

preparations for their meetings. There were quite a number of 

these, of varying importance. There was a possibility of 

developing joint language on certain arms control questions: 

e.g., on the Stockholm conference and chemical weapons 

proliferation. Agreed language existed on nuclear 

non-proliferation. The President in the statement he read had 

raised the possibility that NST might be treated, although that 

morning's conversation had shown the depth of differences on 

that set of issues. There could also be agreement on a range 

of regional and bilateral questions, and on a process for the 
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future. In this connection the Secretary had been struck by 

Gorbachev's references the day before to a mechanism for 

regulating us-soviet relations. Thus, it might prove feasible 

to develop a package which would register areas of agreement 

reached in Geneva. Disagreements would not be registered 

except to acknowledge that they existed. 

- A second possibility would be to sign some sort of document. 

The general exchanges agreement was already agreed at the 

technical level and could be signed if the leaders wished. 

- A third element would be separate statements by leaders at a 

common site. While each leader would say what he wished, the 

U.S. felt there should be some coordination to avoid 

surprises. The Secretary speculated that statements could 

refer to differences but could also include parallel language 

where appropriate. For example, on NST there were issues on 

which U.S. and Soviet views coincided, and others where they 

did not. The kind of statement he had in mind would make clear 

both areas of agreement and disagreement. 

- A fourth option would be to release a short joint report 

saying, essentially, that the leaders had met and agreed to 

meet again. Both sides could then issue statements of their 

own. 
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- Finally, the two sides could make individual statements at 

different sites . The Secretary speculated that both leaders 

would, in any case, be reporting publicly to their peoples on 

their meetings . 

The Secretary concluded by noting that the U.S. would be 

willing to consider some sort of joint ceremony on the next 

morning, but was prepared to go in a _ variety of ways. He was 

aware of the great responsibility each leader had before their 

own people and the world to report on their discussions. A 

dignified ceremony at which. areas of agreement could be 

reported and differences laid out in a modulated fashion would 

seem to be an appropriate way to proceed. In such a context, 

the President's statement on NST could be either included in a 

joint statement or used unilaterally. 

Gorbachev, noting that the issue required some thought, 

indicated that he was nonetheless prepared to respond. - If he 

understood correctly, both sides wanted to continue the 

dialogue that was begun in preparations for the Geneva meeting, 

which had been expanded in Geneva, and which would be continued 

in the future. Even if one were subjectively against such 

dialogue, objectively it was necessary to continue contacts and 

exchanges, and to deepen the process of searching for solutions 
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in the interests of U.S. and Soviet peoples and of the people 

of the whole world. The Soviet Union, therefore, welcomed 

Secretary Shultz's expression of willingness to continue work 

in the future. 

On how to document the Geneva meeting, Gorbachev indicated 

that the soviet Union would be prepare to accommodate a U.S. 

desire for a joint document, whether a communique or simple 

statement. Noting that the Soviet Union had originally 

advocateda communique, but had dropped the idea when it 

appeared the U.S. was not interested, he outlined his 

assessment of how to proceed. If a communique incorporated the 

fundamental results of the meeting, there would be no need for 

separate statements. If such a communique were impossible, the 

Geneva program should end with the present meeting. 

Gorbachev felt that it would be inappropriate to seeksimply 

to list minor agreements in a joint document. This would not 

be understood in our two countries or internationally. A more 

substantive statement would be necessary. Gorbachev wondered 

whether the two leaders should reassess the problem and perhaps 

deputize senior members of their staffs to propose a solution. 

He joked that he and the President might take a walk, leaving 

Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze to work on 

the problem. 
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More seriously, Gorbachev recalled that the Soviets had 

always been prepared for a communique; indeed at one point they 

had thought the U.S. had agreed to such a document. He felt 

that there was still time to work out an acceptable document if 

both sides were willing. He repeated his suggestion that the 

Foreign Ministers should study the problem and present their 

findings to the leaders. 

The President observed that he might have been to blame for 

any confusion the Soviets had felt with respect to a 

communique. In considering the question before the Geneva 

meeting, the President had been concerned about how a 

prearranged communique might be perceived. He had been 

similarly uncomfortable early in his presidency with the 

practice at the OECD summit meeting of having one leader read a 

pre-cooked document on behalf of the others. His concern for 

Geneva was that a document emphasize that the meeting was part 

of an ongoing _process. In this context, a document might be 

worthwhile. The President felt, however, that such a document 

should include bilateral issues already worked out. 

Gorbachev said he shared the President's view. After seven 

years without a u.s.-soviet summit, the President was probably 

right in being somewhat apprehensive about how the meeting 
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would develop. Now that the meeting had taken place, it might 

be possible to compile •a joint approach in a fundamental 

way.• Gorbachev again suggested that the Secretary and 

Shevardnadze consult and report to the leaders. 

The Secretary commented that U.S. and soviet 

representatives had been at work since 11:30 that morning to 

explore possibilities of developing acceptable joint language. 

It would be necessary to check with them before he and 

Shevardnadze could begin work. Gorbachev agreed. He proposed 

a break and quipped that the most important task facing the 

Foreign Ministers now was to find their subordinates. 

Secretary Shultz confessed jocularly that he and 

Shevardnadze had agreed in a September dinner conversation that 

they should let their leaders carry as much of the burden in 

Geneva as possible. Until Gorbachev had given the Foreign 

Ministers their current assignment, they thought they had 

succeeded. Gorbachev suggested that the Secretary was simply 

trying to turn his joke about a walk around on him. The 

Secretary told him not to worry, that he (the Secretary) had a 

thick skin. 

The President· and r,orbachev agreed to adjourn the meeting 

and, after a ten minute conversation in the Mission reception 

room, retired to a separate area for an extended private 

conversation. 
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P.E.::,,GA.~-GC..F.FACEE\7 EE"F'!'::NGS IN GENEVA 
~cv-:-rr,;:-,e:r, 2965 

~rs. Gorbacheva's Tea for Mrs. Reaoan 

November 20, 1985 

4:00 P.M. - 5:15 P.M. 

Soviet Mission, 
Geneva, Switzerland 

- · - --- -----

t-::- s. 1--:~r!c~- ?~ = ,; :lr. 
~rs. Euce~is ~ r ~~sbu~ce:r 

SC, C' i C 2. i £ ": F ~~ ::. U t . 2. :_ ~ ~ ---•--·- - -----

,.. * * * 

~rs. Gor~ac hev lee ~rs. Rea;~~ ~Fs ~airs, whe~e the w3l s cf 
the first roo~ ~ere hung ~ith ch il dren's pesters. She exp ai ne d 
that they werP done by children c,f the Soviet Union for ar, 
~~hibition entitled, "Khat the Kor:~ Yean8 to Me." She pointe~ 
out each ooster in detail, ~otinc the th~rne, 28 well as the name 
·- d - • ; thp -· ~ ,_.; J-..~ .L\-p ,.... -:, _: t tc P t - r,r...-c Gorb rl P\-ctn ace C--, ... "- 1...- D.1..lL.. -~ '- •· -· E: ., C c_ ., _ Ee., ---• , _ a __ , __ 
prese~ted Mrs. Fe~~an ~ith the boo k of theE'2 Do s~ers. 

A :a\-:..1::<r: ?ussi_ci.n :ea v:as ~<2:::n-·f . ir. the s~-::-c!"lc room, with 
~rs. Gorb?chev explaininc ~ach d i ~~ ~~c 6emo~s~rating the 
samovar. 

co~ 
Declassify: OAI'-F. 

) 
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The l2d ies tal ke t ~bout tt~1~ ~~~ilieE, ant the bus~ :ife 
each let aF the wife of the hea~ c~ the State/Farcy. Mrs. 
Gor~achev Ffid that besi~es accore~arying her husband on rran~· 
trips, she .continues to teach, ke~pE up correspondence with her 
former students, tries to keep up with the literature in her 
prc:ession, and looks after the family. Eer daughter, 
son-in-law and granddaughter live with the Gorbachevs. 

Prepared by: 
Eugenia Arensburqer 
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REAGAK-GORBACHE\7 MEETINGS IN GENEVA 
1-;ovember, 19 8 5 

Dinner Hosted by President and ~rs. Reagan 

DATE: 

TIME: 

PLACE: 

November 20, 1985 

8:00 P.M. - 10:30 P.M. 

Maison de SauEsure, 
Geneva, Switzerland 

t:n i ted Sta tc ~ 

Secreta~~ c~ ft~~s G~~rge Shultz 
Chief cf StE~f L~~alt R~9an 
Re bert C. !:c? ~r~~~~, AE~istant tc ~he President for Naticnfl 

~rE. E. hr ~ ~Ebu r~e~. :nt~rpre~er 
~:l:iar EG?~l~s, =~~ ~ ~~reter 

Gen8ral Secretarv Gor~achev 
t,--1:r-s. G:-rba:-hE:va 
Foreic~ Yinister E~uar6 Stevartnadze 
First Deputy Foreign ~i~ister Georgy Korniyenko 
AIP.bassador hJ"\otoly Do;:,rynin 
ArrJ::a E sad or 1-ndre i ~. J..:.E-}:s?:ndrov-Agen tov 
Mr. P. Palashchenko, !nterprecer 

" 
.,. * * * * * * * 

The cc~vers2tio~ be~2~ by ccntinuirg e topic touched upon at 
last night's dinner abcuc the f~ct that people are marrying and 

that, o~ the other 

S~\l E 
Decl?ssify: OADR 

vouth is 
Go!'.'be.cr-:ev said 

tecorr:ino 

fq h -(f(1 #_4 
I ._&JL~/ ~ -
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wtich is illustratet 
has; we must see our 
sicr: age. 

c~r:':' :-at i or: 
the~· reacr. 

Gorbachev aoain lovinalv talket about his aranddauahter. 
President Reaga~ told of; letter he received irom a little qirl 
who told him exactly what she wanted him to ao and at the end 
said" "Now go into the Oval Office and get to work." 

Mrs. Gorbachev then told of a letter Gorbachev receivec which 
wished him success, expressed full agreement with his anti­
alcohol campaign and said that the author kept Gorbachev's pic­
ture next to her icon. The author said she was 83 years old, 
prayed every day, and gave her telephone number. She then said 
to call only early in the morning; she ~as busy all other times. 
She lived in Kostroma. President Reagan asked whether Gorbachev 
called. The other replied that he would report as soon as he 
got back from Geneva. 

Secretary Shultz asked about 2 reviu2l c~ reliqio~ in the 
Soviet u~ion. Gcrbechev replied tha t t~~s c~estion s houl d be 
addre~sed to ~rs. Gc ~~5che~, whc ~a ugh t a =~urs5 c~ t he topic; 

G::-r t-2 -
chev saie tha~ ~a~~· ~~ n t the r~t~a:, cererno~ ~~2 part o ~ religio~ 
at-=.racti\1 e. B-::· .. -c~,- 2:-, true beli~,Te~~ ~re Cy·.i.r;~ c u ~ vt .:..th the C'}CE-::--
ge n '=YC.t ic·r: . Sti.2.2., C):-.e third o~ tr~= r: 1::pu:.c.-=.i.0r~ ::-.s.rr1· anC t:=::p1:i.~e 
t!-:i1=ir cr: i=..C:r-er. i:: the c!°';urch. The I~:=-.!::i~ :-~::..:qio?:, hc~~-o:=~.--= ~, 
s ~ ~~s tc have ~~epe r r0a~ s. f~e va r d ~adze ~~~fi~~06 that ~=e~i-

was S?eaking o f the P~s~ia~ ~ ~tt~6sY C~u~~~. ~hich i~ ~rEp2= inq 
t.c cE ~sCr2:: te t~'= :,eoc:--:r: a:-_;_:_,, f .. ~£.c~:· c,-: -:l·:'= C~ !.":~':.~c.r. i.zc.ti2;_ ,:= 

C. ::_ f ,C IT B.!:'\. SE-C~ ~ 

a D c. n T· =:--e 2 u r: •: . r: 

. R • lr: ' USElG., 

Secretarv Shultz aske~ ~het he= Khor~i~i h a~ h a~ an influen ~e 
o~ th= Isla~ic p0pulatio~ o~ ~h~ s~vie~ ~~ i o~. Gorbac~ev a~­
sweret, "Kc." He alsc said that richt after th~ revolutio~ the=e 
were many slogans for renouncing al~ of the past, as if doing 
aw2y with everything which took place before the rev0lution. 
This was wrong, he said. But such were the ti~es. He remerr ­
bered that at that time eve~ wearina a tie ~ould brand one as a 
~effiber of the bourgeoisie. 

As for Kh omsini, Fresid~~t Re a 92~ sait, re felt ttat bet~ 
c c untries -- the U.S. a n d t h~ VS 8F -- t~rn o ! revolution, c~0h~ 
to keep an eye o~ another revoluti on : ?~ 2tte~pt co bring abc~~ 
a fundamentalist Is!amic revoluti o~ , ~here tte revolution woult 
bec ome the gove r nrrent, and which ~eache s that the ~sv tc hesve~ 
is tc kill a non-believer. 

S~VE 



Go ~ba=~e~ . r~:c ~~a: EE~~ E~~ : n : z ~ ~~~::, he fe:: ~~at ~f 
an6 President Reaaa~ haf trulv ma~~ 2 ~:art. :t woul6 ha v~ te~~ 
unrealistic tc expect great F;_.c,~:- 1? ss r i.gh": c?.v:ay. But the v•:hnle 
world was verv concerne6, ant it va~ a good thing that they had 
made this sta~t. Do~e!~ Regan said that the President haci sai~ 
the same thing to him. 

At this point President Reagan said that in one of the U.S. 's 
oldest towns, Philadelphia, a toast to the living is always given 
sitting down. Only a toast for the dead is given standing up. 
So he wanted to continue in this tradition because what the two 
sides were de.a.ling with here definitely concerned the living. 
This is a beginning, he said. No matter what it was we failed 
to agree on, the important thing was that the two of them would 
continue to meet. Each of them had accepted an invitation to 
come to the other's country and continue these meetings. Even 
though the two of them had not agreed on many things, they had 
not closed the door. They would continue to meet. 

One of the early leaders of the American Revolution, Thomas 
Payne, in those dark days when th~y did not know whether the 
revolution would succeed, said, ttKe tave it in our pcwer to start 
the world over agai~." So~eth i~ ~ cf that is ? ~F='ent in what we 
are doing today, ~ecause the ?~Gtl~~E we are ~rvi~~ tc solve 
have plaqued ffia~kin~ for a lo~~ tl~s . 

We have startet scrnethi~s, ?r~si6ent ~eacan said, and he 
felt that these rr.e~tiDqs expressec the wi:: cr:c cesire o: both 
!=ides to fine 2..r::::wers that would benefit not onlv ci.11 the 
people o~ the world no~ livin;, but also the yet urborn. His 
toast, therefore, and his devcu~ prayer ~as ~hat we c0~ld aei2ver 
somethinc bet~er than in the ~~st. We will cortinue ~eeting, h s 
said, and conti nue to ~ork £or these clauses wtich had brouch t 
the sides tooether here in Geneva. 

Gorba~hev a~ swered, sayi~c tha~ ~e ~as confjtent t oni gh~ 
~h ~t t~e two o~ tterr haa s~~r~e6 s o~~t tinc. ~~~er£ very long 
interval between surnrni t meeti. ns:s, he she.rec the President's vie"· 
tha t ~t would be wrong to give a :2lse siqn2: frorr Genev2. He 
sai6 that Soviet side would very carefully 2ssess the results cf 
this meeting, fully cognizant cf a rnu~ual sense o~ responsibil­
ity. Every beginninq is difficult. If now we hEve laid the 
first few bricks, he said, we have made a new start, a new phase 
has begun. This in itself is very important. The major differ­
ences are ahead, he said, but he ~anted to inv~te the U.S. side 
to move ahead on the appointed r~ad together with the Soviet 
side, with mutual understanding and a sense 0 £ responsibility. 
We will do out part on that road, he said. Ke will not change 
ou= positions, our values, or our thinking, but ~e expect that 
with patience and wisdom we will find ~ays tc~ard solutions. We 
have hat the 0?pcrtunity tc sceak p~ivately, he said, and he 

SEC~ 
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~ 2~lf have beer l ~~ic~ l ~ tc arrive ~-= th is result. Let us t~e~ 
fficv e tc~ard each othe~ with ar u~derstandinq of our respo~sibil­
it,, before all the countries of the worlc. Gcrbachev's toast 
~a~ for better dialoque and cooperation, for which the Soviet 
Union ~as prepared and hoped for reciprocity from the United 
States. 

* * * * * * * * 

AFTER-DINNER CONVERSATION 

Having moved into the study after dinner, Secretary Shultz 
said he wanted to make a suggestion to both of the leaders about 
each of them making individual statements at the ceremony there 
would be tomorrow. He said in his personal opinion, he thought 
the people of the U.S. and USSR and the people of all the world 
really wanted to feel the presence of both of the world leaders 
at such a cere~ony. If these leaders were simply present and 
v~nt through ~he busi~ess of signing documents, it would not be 
~he ~a me thi n g as havi~~ them actually speak. 

G~rbac hsv resp~~6ed tt a t ir the first place he thouoht a 
~,cir:-: ::::ct'=men -: c!" ccrrff 1.1r:i~uE woulc represent the er:-!bodiment of 
the ~ic~ificance of such s d~cu~e~ t. Therefore, he said, he 
-::.:-,ought. -': h a": c c-c--""-:,u::ii c;ue- wc.s o f ?Yir.,c>.ry significance. Its pre­
s -=nce ,,·oulc s r.m·.' -:: hat the curre,!t meeti:r:gs :-,ad led to cormnon 
~-;Jc5S7,-::-,ts, cc:,7c_, -:>:-: results c:r.: cc:r:c:r,c-,:: motives in rr,atters of prir:-
c:.Da2. irr:Dc-1--:..=.:--.-::e .. The So\.~i e-: ~ i. Ce fe-els thc.t. such a docurneni:. - -
FC•t' lc d-:::rr.·::-;:-_::-:::r ate -c c:- the r.s. :3!"C: Sc-vi et peoples s.nd to the wor-lc. 
t~a~ the !ead-= :!:s cf t h e t~c ~0£ ": p~~erful countries, despite 
th~i!" c.~ep diff ere~c~ s. are E~ercising their res?ons ibility, and 
:. :,e c c.c- 1.:!T•'?::t t,.·oulc shov.· anc. co~v:.~-::e th~ people of the worlc 
t!"".~ -: -c.h -= :c:rCe ~~ \\·-?. rt Gen!Cinsi::--ct:_PS: :.~e~:.- cor:--t!Tit~,e nt to thei~ 
~ri~c ~c: ~s . ~ ~oi~ ~ ~ ~cument tte~ ~culd bes basis for further - -
sta te~e~t s o n the problems involved, both to each cf the cou~-
r:-ies' al li es a~d in the legislat i ve bodies of both countrie~. 

However, said Go rbachev, he thought if the leaders started 
to give cormnentaries, most especially short ones, on any document 
that they signed, it could very well detract from the signifi­
cance o: the docu~en t, because there miqh~ even be an unfortunate 
phrase which wouJ6 dettact fro~ the weight and significence of 
th e d o cu~en ~. E0 ~aid he hoped to save an y p o ssible do~ument 
::-err. ttat fate. 

President Fe2can responded tha~ he begged to disagree wi th 
the General Secretary. He said that c full statement would be 
a~ hones~, frank c. n d cpen ciocums~ ": ~~out w~a t had and had net 
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been achieved, and about the fact that these rr.ePtings bet~e er. 
them would be continuing. He suggested that what Secretar y 
Shultz had been speakinc about concerned the world press anc 
the European press. He-said that if he and Gene=al Sec~etary 
Gorbachev were there at a ceremony, they would not have to corr:­
ment on the specificE of any document. However, hope in the 
world had grown as a result of this summit meeting, and people 
should not be disappointed in this respect. 

General Se.cretary Gorbachev aqreed to a statement of one to 
. three minutes' duration by each of the leaders. President Reagan 
concurred and added that it had been his idea not to go into 
detail. 

Gorbachev noted that one other thing bothered him, namely, 
that having produced a document, the sides do not believe in 
thems·elves; commenting on it, even briefly and generally, would 
only serve to strengthen and reaffirm the content of that docu­
ment. The President responded that instead of being silent, it 
would be better for the people who have placed so much hope in 
the outccQe of these meetings to hear that he and Gorbachev are 
go in q to continue to meet despite the f~ct that they have not 
s ol vee a.11 of the !=•rcbl errs connected i.;i th the communique. He 
Eaid that the t0~e and the need here were Eimply not to leave 
this meeting and have ?eople disappointed ~hat there had been nc 
progress, and thus have the hopes of so rra~y people dashed. 

Go~tachev ~e~pcn 6ed that beth :eaaers' statements aught tc 
be 1~ suppor~ of the document, ant the statement would not last 
:0n~er than twc to three minutes. ~orecver, the statements 
shGuld n6t conce~~ rate on differenc~s, but cin are a s where there 
~as acre~rnent. He sai~ there was no need for rose-colored 
glE~~cs. Both le3ders could be :rank about the result reflecteci 
in the 60cu~ent: rn~anwhile, the process cf their meeting woul6 
oe c ontir.uirc-. 

Preside~t Reagan said it would be neceEsary to decide when 
and where the l eaders would nake their statements. 

When some of those present suggested it might be a good idea 
to have the leaders' statements at 10:30 or ll:OO AM, President 
Reagan explained that he preferred 10 AM, because precisely 17 
hours later he would be appearing on U.S. television and aivino 
his report ebout this Qeeting to the D.S. Congress and the l.me~­
ican people, sc the upcoming day would certainly be one of the 
longest working days. 

Secretary Shultz said he wanted to add one thing. He had 
just receivet in!crmation about the ~0int understanding, and 
apparently the work or. it ~as goin9 backward. He noted that 
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r.s. ai6es hat been i~struc~et t c E~2~ Uf 2!~ ni~h~ ~nd work t c 
oet a document out, and hE ~xpress~~ the hope that the Soviet 
ieaoer would give his people similar instructions. Shultz said 
the statements woulc b: made in the Geneva International Confer­
ence Center at 10 Af~. 

Korniyenko asked, "Is there anything to announce?" Shultz 
responded there could be -- agreement had been reached about 
certain things; however, the Soviets were now beginning to go 
backward on some of what had been agreed. 

Shevardn~~~e interjected that he had a question of principle. 
He said that it should be agreed not to detail differences but 
just make the statements in a general form. 

Gorbachev said that he thought that the people involved were 
clever enough not to have the tail wag the fox, however, there 
are two foxes and two tails involved here. He said the sides 
ought not to come out with an empty document. Indeed, it would 
be better to have nc document than an anemic one. 

Secretary Shultz p~inted cut that che Soviet side was no~ 
begi~~ing tc li~k civi: aviatio~ ant the cultural agreement. 
Kor~iyenko res~a~tet that it ~2E Shultz whc had always wanted tc 
make those two thi~cs R ?ackage. 

Shultz said that if it carne to that, everything could be 
linked -- bilatera: issues a~d regional issues. But it would be 
a rr.:i stake to r.,ake evErything ir.tc sue:-, a p2c-kage and link every­
thing. Knrniyenkc sait that it w~~~~ be ~=ssible to say that 
the sides havP cc~pl~tPt working out ~ste~ls o~ exchanges but 
this should no~ be li~k~d tooth~= l 02~~ents. 

Gcrbachev said that in cc~c lusio~ it can bE said that the 
Soviet side will give ~ts peop lE 1~2 ~ructi0~2 tc ~ind up and the 
U.S. side ca~ cive its peoFle instru2ticns to ~i~d ~p, and they 
will, even ii they have to be there a:: night. 

Shultz said yes, all night, eve~ ii thev h2ve to be there 
without food. He said the U.S. was glad to a civil aviation 
agreement with the USSR, but there had to be in it commercial 
terms to make the root financially attractive to PanAm, other­
wise the company would simply not fly the route and there was no 
reason for Aeroflot to have a monopoly on that market. 

Korniyenko said that yesterday the Soviet s~de had compro­
mised on that issue anc ther. the U.S. had advanced 30 points 
which had knocked ev~~ything out of kilter. 

To Gorbachev's suggestion that everyone continue working, 
Shultz said that it was gocc and the C.S. side would work all 
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~ight ant ~hat ~oul6 t~ great i~ a~~ee~~nt c~uld be achieved ant 
i: that were net po£sible, tr.er there 7ust would not be acree­
rr,en t. 

Gorbachev said he thought he did n0t completely understand 
all the differences with all of the documents, but in any event 
he spcke to his people to the e:fect that he wanted everyone to 
get his act together and somehow iron out these last minute dif­
ficulties in regard to these issues. 

President___Reagan said that he and Gorbachev were meeting for 
the first time· at this level. They had little practice, since 
they had never done it before. Nevertheless, having read the 
history of previous summit meetings he had concluded that those 
earlier leaders had not done very much. Therefore, he suggested 
that he and Gorbachev say, "To hell with the past," we'll do it 
our way and get something done. 

Gorbachev concurred. The conversation broke up at 10:30 
P.M. 

Pr-e:pared by: 

William Hopkins and 
Eu9Enia Arensburger, 
Dep2.rtment of State 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

COID:±Q,EN~ ....... 

MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION 

SUBJECT: 

PARTICIPANTS: 

Summary of President's NATO Consultations: 
Special Session of the North Atlantic Council 

U.S. 
The President 
Secretary Shultz 
Donald T. Regan 
Robert C. McFarlane 
Ambassador Abshire 
Assistant Secretary Ridgway 
Peter R. Sommer, NSC 

Belgium 
Prime Minister Martens 
Foreign Minister Tindemans 

Canada 
Prime Minister Mulroney 
Foreign Minister Clark 

DenmRrk 
Prime Minister Schluter 
Foreign Minister Ellemann-Jensen 

France 
Foreign Minister Dumas 
Ambassador Arnaud 

FRG 
Chancellor Kohl 
Foreign Minister Genscher 

Greece 
Deputy Prime Minister Haralambopoulos 
Ambassador Vassilicos 

~L_,, 
Declassify on: OADR ,,,,.. 
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Iceland 
Prime Mini s ter Hermannsson 
Foreign Mini s ter Hallgrimsson 

Italy 
Prime Minister Craxi 
Foreign Minister Andreotti 

Luxembourg 
Prime Minister Santer 
Foreign Minister Poos 

Netherlands 
Prime Minister Lubbers 
Foreign Minister van den Broek 

Norway 
Prime Minister Willoch 
Foreign Minister Stray 

Portugal 
Prime Minister Cavaco Silva 
Foreign Minister Miranda 

Spain 
Foreign Minister Fernandez-Ordnonez 
Ambassador Ojeda 

Turkey 
Prime Minister Ozal 
Foreign Minister Halefoglu 

United Kingdom 
Prime Minister Thatcher 
Foreign Minister Howe 

November 21, 1985 
4:15 - 5:45 p.m. 
NATO Headquarters 
Brussels, Belgium 

In opening the meeting, Lord Carrington extended a personal 
welcome to the President and thanked him for attending the 
Special NAC. Carrington congratulated the President on his 
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accomplishment s in Geneva and praised the very successful con­
sultative process wh ich took place prior to Geneva. He wa s 
confident that consultations would be a ke~ fea ture o f the fu t u r e 
process. Ca rrington then noted that time is relatively short and 
he urged everyone to be brief in responding t o the President. 
(U) 

The President said it was a special pleasure to be in Brussels to 
report on his two days of meetings with General Secretary 
Gorbachev. The President added he would also like to address the 
way ahead as the United States sees it for East-West relations. 
He praised NATO governments as having been instrumental in 
helping the United States and him personally to prepare for the 
Geneva meetings. NATO can rightfully claim part of the credit 
for the talks' success. The President emphasized that he did 
consider the talks successful -- an important step forward in our 
efforts to build a basisJ'or more stable and constructive 
East-West relations. j,e'f 

The President expressed gratitude for the Allies' efforts to come 
to Geneva for today's meeting and thanked Lord Carrington in 
particular for making today's meeting a reality. The President 
opined that his discussions with Gorbachev confirmed that our 
approach to East-West relations is correct. We have based our 
policy o n realism, strength and dialogue. He thought that common 
efforts to rebuild Western defenses, the equally important 
restoration of economic vitality and the reaffirmation of 
Alliance cohesion and solidarity had all helped convince the 
Soviet leaders that propaganda and intimidation will not serve 
their ends vis-a-vis the West. ~ 

The President noted that he had seen Gorbachev at the Genev a 
airport shortly before departing and the General Secretary -- who 
was on his way to Prague to brief the Warsaw Pact -- had asked 
the President to convey his best regards and greetings to the 
NATO members. The President jokingly added that he had told 
Gorbachev to do likewise in Prague. The President continued that 
he had had a considerable amount of private discussions with 
Gorbachev and believed that he had convinced the General 
Secretary that while arms reductions are exceedingly important, 
in a sense they tend to put the cart before the horse. Gorbachev 
seemed to accept and endorse the concept that we must first 
remove mutual suspicions and distrust. Nations do not distrust 
each other because they have large arsenals, rather they arm 
themselves because of distrust. The President added that he 
found the private discussions especially useful. In the plenary 
sessions, Gorbachev was clearly in charge; all others deferred to 
him. He acted with decisiveness and energy and frequently 
without a script. JR7 
Continuing, The President said Gorbachev had alleged that 
U.S.-Soviet relations were at their lowest level ever. He also 
said there was no opposition among the Soviet leadership towards 
immediate improvements and that it should be done without prior 
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conditions. It i s also evident, sa id the Pres ide nt, that 
Gorbachev believes deeply i n the Sovie t system. He also labors 
under several misunder s t a ndings about Western societies, 
particularly the United States. For example, h e believes that 
the U.S.'s economic well being is dependent on military spending. 
The President said he explained that the Defense budget was a 
small part of our GNP. Gorbachev also noted that the U.S. and 
the Soviet Union were once Allies and that we have never been at 
war with each other. Interestingly, on several occasions 
Gorbachev said he prayed to God that this would never happen. On 
other occasions he also referred to the Deity. J..C+-

The President observed that he and Gorbachev had had rather 
extensive discussions of nuclear arms control questions both in 
the private and larger meetings. Gorbachev said he wanted to 
reduce the level of resources allocated to the defense sector. 
Gorbachev strongly opposed SDI. He made one point that the 
President said he had not heard before: that our defensive 
research could lead to heretofore, unknown offensive systems. 
The President said he had assured the General Secretary that SDI 
was a research program; that we would not deploy it without 
sitting down and discussing it with the Soviets. He had also 
expressed his personal hope that SDI could bring an end to 
nuclear war. He had also reaffirmed his readiness to explore 
with the Soviets ways of sharing any strategic defensive 
capabilities that emerge from the U.S. research program. 
Gorbachev asked why SDI would be needed if offensive weapons were 
reduced. The President said it would be insurance -- like gas 
masks which people kept even after the 1925 convention outlawing 
gas warfare. jY 
It was clear, observed the President, that we could not reconcile 
our differences over SDI. The President said he had made it 
plain that the U.S. will not give up research which is clearly 
permitted by the ABM Treaty and which we know the Soviets are 
also conducting. Calling SDI potentially one of the most 
important developments of this century, the President emphasized 
that he is convinced SDI holds out a real hope for a more secure 
world. Gorbachev was not pleased with my message, said the 
President, but we both agreed that our discussions had helped 
clear the ai~ynd that we should continue our work at the Geneva 
NST talks. _JICJ 

The President continued that they had discussed other arms 
control issues. He had reviewed for Mr. Gorbachev the essential 
elements of the United States' most recent start proposal, 
emphasizing our agreement to seek reductions of 50 percent in 
strategic nuclear weapons. The President underscored that he had 
also made clear that these reductions had to be taken in 
appropriate and comparable categories of strategic weapons. On 
INF, the President said he offered an interim agreement that 
would cap NATO missiles at the level deployed at the end of this 
year. The Soviets, of course, would have to reduce their systems 
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within range of NATO Europe to the same levels, as wel l a s maki ng 
proportiona te reductions in such s y stems locate d in Asia. I n 
short, we called for global parity and we were a ble to agree t o 
joint language envisioning the idea of an interim INF agreement. 
Th~ President added that it had also been agreed that INF talks 
would not be held hostage to..vrogress in space talks. They could 
go forward on their own. (,.l2'f 

The President noted they had also reviewed other arms control 
issues. The joint statement that resulted from the Geneva 
meetings contained specific language on a number of areas. We 
expressed our mutual support for enhanced U.S.-Soviet cooperation . 
in the field of nuclear non-proliferation. We agreed to study 
the feasibility of joint risk reduction centers. We endorsed the 
concept of a chemical weapons ban. We also emphasized the 
importance of achieving progress in the MBFR talks and we 
confirmed the need for concrete confidence-building measures as 
well as a reaffirmation of the non-use of force in the CDE 
negotiations. In this regard, the President noted that the 
General Secretary had said with the utmost intensity that the 
Soviet Union would never be the first to strike a blow or create 
a war. (9'(' 

Turning to human rights, the President said he found it much more 
useful to discuss this privately and he had done so during their 
tete-a-tete sessions. The President said he had made it clear 
that progress on human rights could have a beneficial impact on 
the overall u.s.-soviet relationship. He had also made it clear 
that should there be progress, he would refrain from taking 
credit or boasting about it. The President said he had raised 
several well known individual cases as well as the problem of 
Jewish emigration. He had also noted that there had been some 
recent progress on reuniting divided families. Looking at 
Chancellor Kohl, the President said he had also mentioned a human 
rights case of special interest to the Germans. He had tried to 
make clear to Gorbachev that even if the Soviets said human 
rights were an internal matter that they do have a direct effect 
on U.S. Congressional and public attitudes towards the Soviet 
Union. Gorbachev had asserted that all those who had asked to 
depart had been allowed to leave the Soviet Union. The President 
noted he had simply said we had a longer list and promised to 
pass it to Gorbachev. Only time will tell whether we will make 
real progress on human rights. (er'° 

The President noted that regional problems had also been 
discussed. He had pointed out how unacceptable Soviet activities 
in various Third World regions had created suspicion and distrust 
about Soviet motives. Gorbachev showed some sensitivity on this 
point and was quick to assert that fhe Soviet Union had no 
ambitions within the Third World. The President said in reply he 
had cited chapter and verse on Soviet military intervention in 
Afghanistan and the destabilizing activities of Cuban and 
Vietnamese proxies in Central America, Africa, and Indochina. 
The President said he had emphasized that the U.S. is not seeking 
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superiority o r advantage through regional t e nsion s or conflicts 
but that the U.S. is prepared to do whatever is necessary to 
maintain our security and that of our friends and Allies. We 
want to see r e gional conflicts resolved peacefully. He had 
repeated his U.N. regional initiative proposal. We disagreed on 
the causes of regional conflicts, but did agree to regularize 
periodic discussions between U.S. and Soviet experts. We also 
agreed that regional issues would c9ntinue to be discussed in 
depth by our Foreign Ministers. ~ 

Saying he was afraid he had run on too long, the President 
commented that he wished to sum up briefly. He had always seen 
this first meeting not as a watershed event in and of itself, but 
rather an important part of a vital long-term process. As a 
demonstration of that fact, he was pleased to confirm that 
Gorbachev would come to Washington in 1986 and that he would 
visit Moscow in 1987. The President jokingly noted that this h~d 
been arranged while standing in the parking lot at the conclusion 
of the first day's session. The President thanked everyone for 
coming to Brussels and said he believed that we are headed in the 
right direction. With the Allies help we will stay on course. 
All and all the Geneva talks had produced more results than many 
had anticipated. The atmosphere was cordial. The President said 
he believed that Mr. Gorbachev knows as I do that progress in 
U.S.-Soviet relations would be a benefit to all the world. In 
concluding, the President said he would now be happy to answer 
questions or to hear views on any of the issues he had discussed. 
Jp1 . 
Belgian Prime Minister Martens welcomed the President and other 
heads of government and national representatives to Brussels. He 
said that NATO consultations, of which the President had just 
given an excellent example, were extremely important in the 
effort to achieve a constructive dialogue in East-West relations. 
Martens said he had listened with great interest to the President 
and had only one question on which he wanted to be briefed. 
Belgium's prime objective in the security field was to see the 
success of substantial arms reductions through negotiation. 
Since Belgium had been one of the countries accepting INF 
deployment, Martens said he particularly wanted to ask how the 
Soviets had explained their position in the INF negotiations. 
The President replied that the U.S. and Soviets had not discussed 
specific elements of an INF agreement. The Soviets knew that our 
prime goal in INF was zero-zero. The main achievement was to 
separate INF from being held hostage to talks on SDI. ~ 

FRG Chancellor Kohl thanked the President for his remarks and 
also for the intensive consultations which had occurred prior to 
the Geneva meeting. The Chancellor noted that it was this week, 
two years ago, that the FRG Bundestag was making its decision on 
INF deployment. There had been demonstrations of hundreds of 
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thousands in the streets and predictions of an ice age in 
East-West relations. The Chancellor said one could imagine how 
good he fel t today because of the positive result s which 
President Reagan had brought back from Geneva. No one could have 
expected that all of the problems which existed could be solved 
in one meeting, but progress had been made. A broad dialogue ha_d 
been started which was important for everyone. Germany 
especially welcomed the concrete statements on MBFR and CW and 
added he would be interested in knowing if specific timetables 
had been set for progress on arms control, but in the interest of 
saving time, this could perhaps be answered during coming 
Ministerial meetings at NATO. He stressed that the West must not 
leave the initiative in East-West relations to the Soviets and 
that he was glad the President had raised human rights issues, 
which were very important. The hopes of millions of Germans, 
including those in East Germany, had been with the President. 
Kohl said that he was confident the climate in Geneva had not 
been like the weather outside and that even more progress would 
be made in ·the future. Kohl concluded by asking the President to 
convey his warm regards to Nancy who had played a wonderful role 
during the meeting. (J;I( 

The President thanked the Chancellor for his kind words and said 
that the previous night Gorbachev had told him that he 
(Gorbachev) was an optimist. The President said he responded 
that he was known as an inveterate optimist. Meetings between 
leaders could produce results but had to be approached correctly. 
On human rights, for example, the President said that the United 
States had taken just the wrong approach some years ago. It had 
stated publicly what would happen if the Soviets did not improve 
their human rights performance. This, of course, made it 
impossible for the other side to comply and he would not take the 
same approach. Looking at the other leaders, the President 
emphasized that we all as politicians understood that progress 
becomes very difficult if we push the other person into a corner. 

'Y 
The President went on to describe how he discussed arms control 
que s tions with Gorbachev. He went down a list of 12 dates, 
beginning in 1946, when the United States had made nuclear arms 
control proposals to the Soviets. On some of those occasions we 
were the only ones who possessed nuclear weapons or we had a 
clear superiority in them. Since the signing of the SALT I 
Agreement in 1969, however, the Soviets had added 6,000 warheads 
to their arsenal; they have added 3,250 just since the signing of 
SALT II; and they now possess even greater numbers. The 
President said he had made clear to Gorbachev that we did not 
seek nuclear superiority but neither would we allow the Soviets 
to gain superiority. We could build great arsenals or come 
together in a common sense way. The choice was thus either to 
agree to reduce nuclear weapons or to continue the arms race. 
Gorbachev indicated that he understood this reasoning. ~ 

CQN~ 
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Spanish Foreign Minister Fernandez-Ordnonez also thanked and 
congratulated the President a r.d said the Geneva meet i ng had been 
an important s tep in East-West relations. He said he had only 
o ne question for the President. It was on the r elationship of 
SDI to reductions in nuclear weapons. Did the President think 
some trade-off would be possible to promote such reductions? The 
President responded that he feels very strongly that we could not 
bargain away our right to do research in defensive systems. 
History showed that every offensive weapon had given rise to a 
defense. Since we are abiding by the terms of the ABM Treaty and 
would not automatically deploy any defense system, we cannot give 
away what might be the development of the century. Particularly 
with the U.S. open laboratories proposal, the Soviets should not 
fear our research. They have worked on defensive systems for 
years and we do not know how far they have gotten. The President 
said he told Gorbachev that, if reincarnation existed, he had 
perhaps been the man who invented the shield. ~ 

Norwegian Prime Minister Willoch congratulated the President and 
expressed gratitude for what had been achieved in Geneva. Arms 
control was important, but it had also been correct for the 
President to raise regional issues and deal with human rights in 
a quiet manner. Willoch said it was important gradually to try 
to integrate the Soviet Union back into the mainstream of 
European civilization through promoting East-West contacts. 
Norway wished to avoid an arms race in space and favored maximum 
flexibility on SDI in order to get maximum reduction of offensive 
weapons. He noted that the excellent Alliance consultations, 
which had taken place on the NST talks had prevented Soviet 
wedge-driving tactics. He concluded with t hree short questions: 
Had there been discussion of continuing observation of the SALT 
II Treaty? Had the future of the ABM Treaty been discussed? And 
did it appear that the Soviets had given up their resistance to 
SDI research? ~ 

The President said that the answer to the last question was 
unclear and remained to be seen. On the ABM Treaty, we were 
observing it whereas the Soviets were guilty of significant 
violations, such as the Krasnoyarsk radar. The question of SALT 
II observance had not come up for discussion. However, the 
President said that before his departure for Geneva, he had 
received a report with 23 documented Soviet violations of the 
SALT II Agreement. The President said, when he returned to 
Washington, he would have to face the decision of whether to give 
up on the SALT II Treaty or continue restraints, but only to the 
extent done by the Soviets. The point is that we are observing 
the Treaty and the Soviets are not. We will have to see whether 
we could afford to continue abiding by SALT II. ~ 

British Prime Minister Thatcher warmly congratulated the 
President and said the joint statement indicated success in the 
meeting on far more things than had been generally expected. The 
West should, nonetheless, follow President Reagan's public lead 
in describing the meeting positively, but not being euphoric 
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about it. We should not build exaggerated public expectations 
which prove d ifficult to fulfill when the real nitty-gritty of 
agreements is being wo rked out. Thatcher continued that the 
presentation and style of the Soviet leadership have changed but 
the substance appears the same. Based on Gorbachev's comments 
about SDI, she predicted that the Soviets would continue a major 
propaganda effort against SDI in the coming year by promising 
radical weapons reductions in return for giving up SDI. She said 
the West must resist such a campaign, counter Soviet propaganda, 
and support the President in his efforts. As a final point, 
Thatcher said that she was very pleased to hear that the United 
States would continue to abide by the ABM Treaty and planned to 
respect the SALT II Agreement. In an uncertain world, it was 
vital that the two great powers observed existing arms control 
treaties. She concluded by again thanking the President and 
saying all members of the Alliance were grateful to him, and he 
had their full support. ~ 

The President thanked the Prime Minister for her words and said 
the United States needed all the help and support possible from 
our Allies. He agreed that Gorbachev appeared to want to play a 
more active role in European affairs and that the Soviets saw the 
benefits that can come from different public presentation of 
their positions. {9-
Canadian Prime Minister Mulroney said the President had 
reestablished many simple, but powerful truths. The Geneva 
meeting had been a success because it was predicated on the 
strength of the United States and the entire Western Alliance 
joined in unity. The Soviet Union understood and respected these 
realities. Mulroney said he was glad that Geneva had set in 
motion a constructive dialogue and established a personal 
relationship between the President and Gorbachev. It was clear 
that the President had been well prepared and that the Alliance 
had been deeply involved in these preparations. The President 
could return to the United States -- to Congress and to Tip 
O'Neill -- with the respect and admiration of the Alliance, to 
which he had given true leadership. The President thanked 
Mulroney for considering Geneva such a success and said that 
Gorbachev has been successful in some things also. The President 
jokingly observed that at one dinner he sat next to Shevardnadze 
who had told him that the Soviets must now come to Geneva to get 
Vodka. Thus it seemed Gorbachev was successful in shutting down 
alcohol sales. ~ 

French Foreign Minister Dumas congratulated the President on what 
he called a remarkable performance. Thanking the President for 
taking the time to come to Brussels, he said that contacts, such 
as the Geneva meeting, were essential to East-West relations. 
For the foreseeable future, Western security will rest on the 
principle of deterrence, and he was thus glad to see that th8 
joint statement had not made reference to the elimination of 
nuclear weapons as a desirable goal. Dumas continued that it was 
also necessary to avoid concepts of security zones based on an 
illusory Euro-strategic balance. He said he was confident 
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that the Pre s ident in his negotiation s would keep in mind the 
security interests of Allies. An eventual agreement o n nuclea r 
weapons s hould be ba s ed on the lowe s t possible balance betwee n 
U.S. and Sovi e t forces, and not between Soviet f orce s and t hose 
of- a l l other nuclear powers combined as the Soviets would want. 
Dumas concluded with two questions: Had the re been progress in 
Geneva on definition of strategic wea pons which would be cut by 
50 percent? And, what were the elements of an interim INF 
agreement which would give 9 a son to believe that such a n 
agreement was possible? -tel 

The President said that both sides accepted the principle of a 50 
percent reduction, but there had been no effort in Geneva to 
negotiate the specifics of such an agreement. Our 
counter-counter proposal and the Soviet proposal were clearly 
structured differently. He and Gorbachev had focused on the 
possibility of setting down guidelines for the arms control 
negotiators to pursue. The President noted that Secretary Shultz 
had been awake most of the night working on the joint statement 
and could perhaps comment more. The Secretary said that it had 
been considered desirable to reaffirm a 50 percent reduction 
goal, but considerable differences remained on what the 50 
percent would apply to. There had also been no progress on 
specific elements of an INF agreement, e xcept for an 
understanding that INF negotiations could proceed separately and 
not be held hostage to other ongoing arms control talks. ~ 

Italian Prime Minister Craxi expressed satisfaction that the 
meeting had been successful and brought an opening of dialogue. 
He had no new questions, but wanted to voice a feeling of 
satisfaction. This new dialogue should lead to greater 
understanding and trust between East and West. Craxi said it was 
apparent that the President had shown flexibility during the 
meeting and the objective of peace deserved such an approach. 
Gorbachev was a new leader and might in time bring changes. He 
had to be tested, of course, and there would no doubt be 
disappointments along the way. Craxi concluded by again 
congratulating the President and citing an Italian proverb: He 
who starts well is half the way to his goal. ~ 

Turkish Prime Minister Ozal warmly congratulated the President on 
his successful meeting. He was very pleased to see progress made 
in Geneva, though he shared the view of Mrs. Thatcher on a likely 
Soviet campaign against SDI. He asked if the Middle East and the 
I ran-Iraq war had been raised in Geneva? The Secretary replied 
jokingly that while the President was doing something or another 
by the fireplace, the workers of the world did discuss these 
matters. The Middle East did not come up in the plenary . He 
had, however, discussed the Middle East in his general regional 
review with Shevardnadze, but there was nothing of significance 
to report from the conversation. The President added in jest 
that while the Secretary was having these talks,~ (the 
President) was with a friend named Gorbachev. c.e; 
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Danish Prime tlini ster Schluter said that e veryone s hared the h ope 
that this wa s the beginning of a new start in East-West 
relations. What happe ned between the two major powers could 
in f luence de velopments everywhere, even in Ea ste rn Europe. He 
thanked the President for this meeting and also for prior 
consultations in which the U.S. shared its thinking on 
preparations for the Summit. Now that the East-West dialogue 
would continue, he expressed the hope that such close and 
intensive consultations would also continue. Schluter remarked 
that one of the main East-West issues was the need to establish a 
stable offense/defense relationship. He asked the President if 
it was still an open question whether the Soviets would ever 
accept even limited numbers of defensive weapons? The President 
responded that yes, it remained an open question, although the 
Soviets knew how strongly we feel about continuing research. (Q'f 
Portuguese Prime Minister Cavaco Silva said he followed the 
President's remarks with great interest and appreciated all of 
the consultations which had taken place. He was particularly 
grateful for the President's presence today. Portugal supported 
the American position on radical reductions in nuclear arsenals, 
but recognized that arms control was not the only element in 
East-West relations. Regional issues were also important, 
particularly since solution of regional problems depended on the 
relationship between the two super powers. He asked in this 
context whether the situation in Southern Africa had been 
discussed in Geneva? ~ 

The President replied he had not discussed Southern Africa, and 
asked Secretary Shultz if it had been raised at the Foreign 
Minister level. The Secretary said it had been raised briefly , 
though there was nothing special to report. The Secretary added, 
however, that the overall Soviet approach to regional issues was 
significant. Discussion showed that the Soviets considered 
regional issues important and were prepared to have regular 
meetings on them. The Soviets did not accept the President's UN 
initiative on regional problems, but seemed to recognize that 
there must be some way of talking about the subject. This was 
especially apparent on Afghanistan which the two sides discussed 
more deeply. J.yr" 

Greek Deputy Prime Minister Haralambopoulos extended warm thanks 
to the President for his remarks and expressed deep appreciation 
for the consultations, which showed the legitimate interest of 
the Alliance partners in these issues. He said that Greece has 
repeatedly stated its wish to see nuclear arsenals reduced to the 
lowest possible levels and was one of the participants in a five 
continent appeal to nuclear powers to undertake such reductions. 
Greece was very pleased that the President and Gorbachev had 
established a working relationship, which opened the path to more 
constructive relations in the future. Every effort should be 
made that future meetings are held in the same constructive 
spirit. Haralambopoulos said he wanted to conclude by quoting 
one of President Reagan's statements: A nuclear war cannot be 
won and must never be fought. j..Q-Y'" 
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Icela ndic Prime Minister Herrnannsson, after thanking the 
President fo r corning to Brussels, said that the Icelandic 
Governme nt and people were full y behind the President's e f forts 
to increase c onfidence in East-West relations and to end the a r ms 
race. He hoped that the President saw the Geneva meeting as an 
important step, since in the past the President had commented on 
the futility of dealing with the Soviets. He asked if there was 
any possibility that a nuclear test ban treaty might come in the 
future? The President responded that a test ban could be 
possible. Our resistance to recent proposals has come from the 
fact that the United States is playing catch up and a test ban 
would freeze the present imbalance. The United States has fewer 
nuclear weapons now than in 1969. The President remarked that 
Gorbachev appeared shocked to hear this. A test ban might be 
possible after parity has been achieved. The President added 
that when President Kennedy met with Khrushchev, there had been 
agreement on a three-year test ban. When it ended, the Soviets 
suddenly embarked on tests which suggested that they had been 
doing research all along in preparation for the end of the test 
ban. The United States could not have conducted such tests 
because it had not been doing research. The President said 
Kennedy quickly realized that the Soviets had taken advantage of 
the test ban. j%' 
Dutch Prime Minister Lubbers thanked the President for what had 
been accomplished in Geneva and said he was impressed with how 
enthusiastically the President spoke of the meeting. He j okingly 
said the President appeared to be in the third youth of his life. 
His enthusiasm clearly gave the impression that a new 
relationship was starting. The Netherlands realized and accepted 
that such a dialogue must combine realism and strength and hoped 
that Europe could contribute toward promoting the dialogue. It 
was essential to avoid a situation in which suspicion and 
mistrust could again arise. For that reason continued adherence 
to the ABM and SALT II Treaties was particularly important. 
Lubbers noted that in the joint statement at Geneva the two 
leaders called for acceleration of the NST talks. He asked the 
President what this word meant and whether specific timetables 
had been agreed upon. Lord Carrington noted that time is running 
short and asked the President to hold his answer until after 
Luxembourg's Prime Minister spoke. ~ 

Luxembourg Prime Minister Santer thanked the President for his 
mission, calling it a difficult and complex one. He said 
East-West relations could now be viewed with greater optimism. 
Luxembourg hoped that the meeting, which had already brought a 
new climate, would also bring positive results on disarmament 
questions. _J.9' 
The President thanked Santer for his kind words. Responding to 
the Dutch Prime Minister's question, the President said that no 
timetable had been set in Geneva, but the two leaders had agreed 
to tell their NST negotiators to go after it. The President 
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said jokingly that e ven if they didn't, he a nd Gorbachev could do 
so themselves because they had agreed to co~~unicate directly . 
Noting tha t he had to fly off to Washington to address Congre ss 
-- which may wait, but television will not -- the President 
thanked the leaders for coming to Brussels and for their 
questions. He said before leaving he wanted to give one short 
example of how he had tried to test Gorbachev's sense of humor. 
He told Gorbachev the story of an American and a Soviet citizen 
who were debating freedom in their respective countries. The 
American said that he could walk into the Oval Office, pound his 
fist on the table, and say that he didn't like how President 
Reagan ran the United States. The Soviet citizen responded that 
he could do the same. He could walk into the Kremlin, pound his 
fist on the table, and say that he didn't like how President 
Reagan ran the United States. J9Y 
In closing, SYG Carrington thanked the President for coming to 
Brussels and said that Gorbachev would be very lucky if he had 
the same support at his meeting in Prague as had been shown to 
the President here in Brussels. He wished the President a good 
flight home and a successful meeting with Congress. 

The meeting concluded at 5:45 p.m. (U) 
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