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WERE ALSO PRESENT. TWO USIS OFFICERS OBTAINED PASSES
AND ATTENDED THE EVENT.

2. THROUGHOUT H!IS PREPARED REMARKS AND HIS RESPONSES,
GORBACHEY, THE ONLY SPEAKER, REPEATED SEVERAL THEMES
WHICH WILL UNDOUBTEDLY APPEAR SOON AS PART OF A
COMPREHENSIVE NEW SOVIET PROPAGANDA CAMPAIGN ON THE
ISSUE OF ARMS CONTROL. AMONG THE MORE IMPORTANT THEMES
ARE THE FOLLOWING:

A. -- THE SOVIETS TREATED THE DISCUSSIONS IN GENEVA WITH
GREAT SERIOUSNESS AND ATTEMPTED TO FOLLOW-UP ON THE
TALKS THERE WITH CAREFULLY PREPARED, FAR-RANGING ARMS
CONTROL PROPOSALS. THE REYKJAVIK MEETING IS FURTHER
EVIDENCE OF SOVIET INTENTIONS.

B. -- THE SOVIETS HAVE DONE EVERYTHING THEY CAN TO
FORMULATE "NEW THINKING" IN THE NUCLEAR AGE.

GORBACHEY'S REFRAIN WAS THE NEED FOR "A NEW IMPULSE"™ AND
"A NEW APPROACH. "

C. -- HE SAID THIS IS AN HISTORIC MOMENT, A UNIQUE
OPPORTUNITY. IT IS TIME FOR DARING AND BOLD, VYET
RESPONSIBLE DECISIONS. THE SOVIET UNION IS MAKING SUCH
PROPOSALS AND IS READY TO TAKE THE NECESSARY DECISIONS.
THE U.S. IS NOT. GORBACHEV SUGGESTED THAT PERHAPS THE
PRESIDENT WAS UNABLE TO MAKE DECISIONS AT THE REYKJAVIK
MEETING, THAT HE WAS IN "THE GRIP OF THE
MILITARY/INDUSTRIAL COMPLEX. "

D. -- THE AMERICANS CAKE TO THE MEETING "EMPTY-HANDED."
GORBACHEY REPEATED ON SEVERAL OCCASIONS THE SAME PHRASE
ABOUT THE ADMINISTRATIOR*S "EMPTY HANDS" IN CONTRAST TO
A SOVIET PORTFOLIO BULGING WITH ARMS PROPOSALS. ON ONE
OCCASION GORBACHEYV SAID THE AMERICANS CAME WITH "BARE,
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EMPTY HANDS" (GOLYYE, PUSTYYE RUKI) AND ONCE WITH "EMPTY
HANDS AND EMPTY POCKETS. "

E. -- GORBACHEV SAID THE SOVIETS HAVE PRESENTED A
COMPREHENSIVE THREE-PART PACKAGE TO END THE ARMS RACE
AND ELIMINATE THE NUCLEAR THREAT TO THE WORLD AND THE
AMERICANS HAVE REJECTED IT. A MAJOR PORTION OF
GORBACHEY'S REMARKS WAS DEVOTED TO CAREFULLY LEADING THE
AUDIENCE DOWN A WELL-CRAFTED PATH AND THEN TO SPRINGING
THE TRAP. HE DISCUSSED THE ISSUE OF REDUCTIONS IN
STRATEGIC ARSENALS, POINTED OUT THE MAJOR CONCESSIONS
THE SOVIETS WERE WILLING TO MAKE AND SAID THAT THEIR
AMERICAN INTERLOCUTORS HAD AGREED TO THESE PROPOSALS
DURING THE COURSE OF THE MEETINGS. HE THEN REVIEWED
INF, NOTED OTHER MAJOR SOVIET CONCESSIONS AND ANNOUNCED
AN AGREEMENT WITH THE UNITED STATES ON INF AS WELL.
THEN HE CAME TO PART THREE. WHILE WE ARE REDUCING OUR
ARSENALS, GORBACHEY SAID, WE MUST AGREE THAT WE WILL NOT
UNDERTAKE ANY ACTIVITIES WHICH WILL PERMIT THE
DEVELOPMENT OF NEW WEAPONRY. WE CANNOT SIMULTANEOUSLY
REDUCE IN ONE AREA AND EXPAND IN ANOTHER. THIS WOULD
NOT BE SENSIBLE AND WOULD NOT LEAD TO PEACE. THE
AMERICANS, HE WENT ON TO SAY, COULD NOT AGREE TO THIS.
THE U.S. SIDE INSISTED ON ITS RIGHT TO TEST SPACE
WEAPONS OUTSIDE THE LABORATORY. THE WHOLE PACHKAGE,
THEREFORE, COLLAPSED IN THE FACE OF U.S. [INTRANSIGENCE
OVER SDI.

F. -- THE SOVIETS ARE PREPARED TO TAKE RISKS £ND MAKE
CONCESSIOIS FOR THE SAKE OF ARMS CONTROL.

€. -- THE WORLD WOULD REGARD AS "SCANDALOUS" A SUMKIT IN
WASHINGTOL 1IN WHICH NOTHING WAS DECIDED. THERE NUST BE
SOME PROGRESS IN ARMS CONTROL OR WHAT WILL THE WORLD
THINK OF LEADERS WHO MEET THREE TIMES AND COME TO NO
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AGREEMENTS.

H.

-- AMERICA STILL PURSUES THE CHIMERA OF MILITARY

SUPERIORITY.

BT
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UNCLAS SECTION 62 OF 62 REYKJAVIK #2118

E. 0. 12356: N/A
SUBJECT: PROPAGANDA THEMES IN GENERAL SECRETARY

I. -- THE SOVIET UNION IS PATIENT, IT WILL NOT WITHDRAW |
ITS PROPOSALS, IT WILL WAIT FOR THE WORLD (INCLUDING THE
ANERICAN PEOPLE) TO CONSIDER THE MATTER. THE SOVIET

URTON WILL NOT WAYER FROM THE PATH TOWARD ELIMINATING

THE NUCLEAR THREAT.

Jo -- THIS SET OF MEETINGS FELL THROUGH, BUT NO DOORS
ARE CLOSED. PROGRESS WAS MADE. NEW UNDERSTARDIKGS WERE
ARRIVED AT. THERE ARE STILL TALKS AND CORTACTS T¢C
PURSUE AND THERE 1S STILL REASON FOR CONTINUED DIALOGUE
BETWEEN THE TWO LEADERS.
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3. COMMENT. GORBACHEV INITIATED THE PRESS CONFERENCE
IN A SOBER MOOD, BUT, AS HE PURSUED HIS THEME OF
AMERICAN INDECISIVENESS IN THE FACE OF SOVIET INNOVATION
AND FLEXIBILITY, HE BECAME MORE UPBEAT AND EMPHASIZED
HIS OWN OPTIMISM THAT THE REYKJAVIK MEETING, WITH ITS
OPEN AND BUSINESSLIKE DISCUSSIONS, MIGHT EVEN BE
REGARDED AS BRINGING THE TWO SIDES CLOSER TOGETHER. AT
ONE POINT IN HIS BRIEFING, GORBACHEV APPEARED TIRED BUT
PULLED HIMSELF TOGETHER TO LINK HIS PROPOSALS FOR ARMS
REDUCTION WITH THE PRESERVATION OF HUMANITY. GORBACHEV
WAS CLEARLY IN CONTROL OF HIS AUDIENCE AND WHEN HE
SPOKE, NOT A SOUND COULD BE HEARD BUT THE WHIRRING OF
CAMERAS. HE CLOSED HIS BRIEFING WITH SEVERAL QUIPS TO
HIS AUDIENCE AND A SMILING GOOD-BYE IN ENGLISH. END
COMMENT. IVORY
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Moscow on U.S.-Soviet Relations

5 - 11 November

Soviet media aimed at foreign and domestic audiences continued to
emphasize the importance of the Geneva summit meeting as an opportunity
to improve bilateral relations and to make progress on arms control
issues. Some commentators, however, openly expressed pessimism over the
summit's chances for success. Moscow remained sharply critical of the
U.S. position on arms control issues, particularly on the ABM Treaty and
SDI.

Approach to Reagan-Gorbachev Talks

Soviet leaders characteristically stressed that they are committed to
achieving progress in Geneva and are taking a serious approach to the
summit:

® In politics we are adherents of constructive dialogue and
searching for mutually advantageous accords. [This] also
applies to reciprocal relations with the United States. As
for the Soviet Union, it is not lacking in good will. It
is demonstrating this by its actions. If a businesslike,
constructive approach--and we are ready for that--gains the
upper hand, then the forthcoming meeting in Geneva can lead
to results and serve to improve the international
situation. (General Secretary Mikhail Gorbachev, October
Revolution anniversary speech, Pravda, 7 November)

® The Soviet-U.S. summit meeting in Geneva is due to be
held very soon. The CPSU Central Committee and the
Government of the USSR attach great importance to it and
are doing everything to ensure that it yields tangible
results. We believe that if political courage is shown and
if we meet each other half way, it will still be possible
to put a lot of things right. 1In any event, in Geneva the
Soviet side will seek to achieve a just and constructive
solution to the most vital problems of the present day.
(Politburo member Viktor Chebrikov, October Revolution
anniversary speech, Pravda, 7 November)

This analysis note is based exclusively on moteriol carried in foreign broodcast and press
medio. It is published by FBIS without caordinotion with other U.S. Government components.

" O quslo?
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At the same time, commentary--including two interviews with Soviet
scholars beamed to North American audiences--has suggested there is
little chance for substantial progress at Geneva:

e [The summit] is not a game, not a sports event when you
can make bets on what will be the outcome. It is a
necessity--this meeting has become a necessity, this
summit. And I know how our side, our leadership, looks at
it. It wants it to have serious results. It won't be
satisfied with a meeting which will deteriorate into a
political show--handshakes, smiles, and then make believe
that everything went okay. We do want real results from
it, and I won't say that we have too much hope about
it--and we had no illusions from the beginning--but we felt
we had to try it. . . .

I think there is a real need for a real test, sort of a
litmus test, for American policy, for the American
President, for the American Administration--what they
really are up to. And I think their real face--either more
beautiful than one could expect or more ugly than one would
have expected--will become much more obvious after the
summit than before, because here will be the moment of
truth. (Georgiy Arbatov, Moscow radio in English to North
America, 10 November)

e I will be quite frank with you. I am rather pessimistic
[about the outcome of the summit] and I base my pessimism
on the knowledge of American policy, on the knowledge of
the nature of this Administration. (Radomir Bogdanov,
Moscow radio in English to North America, 11 November)

Arms Control

The Soviet defense minister reiterated Soviet commitment to the ABM

Treaty and directly challenged U.S. interpretations of the 1972 treaty

that would allow SDI development projects:

e The ABM Treaty is of fundamental importance for nuclear
arms limitation, strategic stability, and international
security. It is the foundation and the basis of strategic
relations between the USSR and the United States, imposing
clear limitations on the quantitative composition, )
structure, qualitative characteristics, and deployment of
our two countries' authorized ABM systems.

ONLY
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In signing the unlimited-duration ABM Treaty, the sides
agreed at that time that an indissoluble interconnection
exists between strategic offensive and defensive armes. It
was recognized at that time that only mutual restraint in
the sphere of ABM systems can contain the arms race and
make it possible to advance along the road of limiting and
reducing strategic offensive weapons. . . .

People in the United States . . . are perfectly well aware
that the deployment of a large—-scale ABM system by one

side will inevitably prompt retaliatory actions by the
other . . . . Nonetheless, the U.S. side is now making

no secret of the fact that it is not suited by the goals
and principles forming the basis of the ABM Treaty. 1In
practical terms, the United States has embarked on the path
of destroying this treaty. . . .

Obviously, in preparation for eroding the content of the
ABM Treaty, official Washington has recently been striving
to convince the U.S. Congress and public that the treaty is
supposedly "full of ambiguity." Therefore, it allows the
United States "quite legitimately™ to develop, test, and
deploy ABM systems based on other physical principles
(lasers, directed energy beams, and so on). In the
process, they cite Agreed Statement D which, they claim,
allows the creation of such systems. But these Washington
officials diligently omit mentioning the main point--the
fact that the possibility of their development is permitted
only with respect to the limited ABM areas allowed by the
treaty and only in stationary ground-based systems. The
text of Statement D does not allow any other
interpretation. . . .

In order to conceal the facts of the extremely crude
violations of the ABM Treaty and to somehow justify itself
in the eyes of the world public, the U.S. Administration
resorts to unscrupulous methods. It is trying to use
fabrications to discredit the USSR's policy and to
attribute nonexistent "violations" and "omissions" in
treaty compliance to the Soviet side. . . .

The Soviet Union strictly abides ., its commitments under
the ABM Treaty both as a whole and in its parts, and
observes absolutely the spirit and the letter of this most
important document. Strategic stability and trust would
undoubtedly be strengthened if the United States adhered in
deeds rather than in words to the provisions of the
unlimited-duration ABM Treaty. (Marshal Sergey Sokolov,
Pravda, 6 November)



FOR OFFICIAL_LSE-ORTY

Soviet commentators also criticized the U.S. stance toward SDI and the
ABM Treaty:

e In an address at the Washington Foreign Correspondents'
Club, Paul Nitze . . . stressed specifically that the
United States considered it to be its main task at the
talks with the Soviet Union to work out a cooperative
transition to the incorporation of defensive weapons in the
forces of both sides. The presidential adviser made no
secret of the fact that the U.S. Administration meant by
"defensive weapons" large-scale space-based ABM defenses,
unambiguously prohibited by the Soviet-American ABM Treaty,
and other attack systems in near-earth space. 1In this way,
contrary to the Soviet~U.S. joint statement of 8 January
1985, and totally at odds with the 1972 treaty, the United
States intends to defend its course of legalizing space
strike weapons and deploying a destabilizing ABM defense
for the entire territory of the United States. (Vladimir
Bogachev, TASS, 10 November)

If in 1981, when the Republicans took over the helm of the U.S. budget,
the budget of the military was $178 billion, then for the 1986 fiscal
year the U.S. Congress appr(zv\ed a sum of $302.5 billion.
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® Why is it just now, with the summit meeting approaching,
that Washington has, so to speak, reserved the right to
review at any moment its obligations stemming from the ABM
Treaty? By way of an answer I will cite an excerpt from
an article by the well-known American observer Don
Oberdorfer. Certain people in Washington . . . are very
nervous at the thought that Reagan could agree on some SDI
limitations in Geneva. And these "certain people" are
striving to "cancel this possibility in advance, resorting
even now to a new interpretation of the ABM Treaty."”
(Aleksandr Bovin, Izvestiya, 10 November)

Soviet commentators responded critically to President Reagan's radio
broadcast to the Soviet Union, challenging in particular his remarks on
SDI:

® One gets the impression that the U.S. President's
entourage has set itself the objective of substituting
verbiage about peace for a constructive stance on the main
issues of security and disarmament. . . .

In his Saturday radio address the President once more tried
to persuade his listeners that his "Star Wars" plans are of
a purely defensive nature, whereas in fact this is merely
the latest U.S. attempt to acquire the opportunity to
deliver a first nuclear strike with impunity. (Sergey
Fanton, Moscow domestic radio, 11 November)

® Last Saturday the U.S. President made a radio address
that was advertised beforehand as an "important statement”
on questions of Soviet-American relations. 1Indeed, this
time, too, the head of the Administration said quite a few
words about peace. . . .

But from the entire speech as a whole, it is unfortunately
impossible as yet to come to the conclusion that the
American Administration is ready to meet the USSR half way
and to contribute to the matter of banning an arms race in
space and radically curtailing it on Earth. 1In the
utterances of the U.S. President--and how many times of
late--there was once again to be heard a dangerous penchant
for manipulating words with regard to the "Star Wars"”
program and the "peaceful destiny for the Strategic
Defensive Initiative." (Unattributed report, TASS,

10 November)
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-- No, today he is lecturing on our foreign policy!
(Izvestiya, 11 Nov 85)
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