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CONFIDENTIAL WITH December 17, 1981
CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHMENT

N\

INFORMATION

MEMORANDUM FOR ED THOMAS
FROM: BUD NANCE E;?JL'

SUBJECT: State Follow-Up To Crane Proposal on
German Reunification

As a follow-up to the November 20 response which Mr. Meese sent
Phil Crane concerning the latter's proposal for a U.S. initiative
on German reunification (see copy at Tab B), we asked State to
provide more detailed analysis on the Crane suggestion. The

memo at Tab A summarizes State's position and expresses the view
that 1) a Soviet proposal of the kind Crane foresaw is unlikely
at the present time; and 2) it would not be in our interest for
the U.S. to launch a major reunification initiative now. State
confirms, in other words, our own disinclination to proceed with
the Crane idea.

Ac v, I see no need for Mr. Meese to be involved any further
wi matter at the present time; this is particularly true
si Polish crisis would be likely in any case to change the
teiwes v. che situation which initially prompted Congressman Crane's
suggestion.
Tab A State Memo
Tab B November 20 Response to Mr. Crane

\
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December 10, 1981

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. JAMES W. NANCE
THE WHITE HOUSE

Subject: German Reunification

SUMMARY: With reference to the Lenz/Bremer memorandum of
November 30, 1981, the Department has considered Congressman
Crane's suggestion of a U.S. initiative calling for German
reunification and has concluded that the idea has merit if
undertaken in the form of a restatement by the President of the
long-standing commitment of the United States to the eventual
peaceful reunification of Germany.

The Congressman has suggested such an initiative as a means
of preempting a possible Soviet move calling for reunification
of Germany during the Brezhnev visit. Since his letter was
written, Brezhnev visited Bonn and put forward no such pro-
posal. 1In fact, we are aware of only one example in post-war
history of such a Soviet proposal. This occurred in 1952 in
the form of a letter to then Chancellor Adenauer. The Soviet
proposal was vague and was clearly designed to prevent the
integration of West Germany into the Western security system.
It came at a time when FRG participation in the European
Defense Community (EDC) was at a particularly delicate stage.
Adenauer gave the Soviet proposal short shrift, and "revi-
sionist" FRG observers today claim that in so doing, Adenauer
missed an historic opportunity.

Cur analysis is that it is extremely unlikely that the
Soviets would now make such a proposal for two reasons:
(1) the Soviets appear to have genuine fears of a reunified
Germany, as reflected in over three decades of propaganda about
German militarism and revanchism, and (2) the Soviets appear to
have no current interest in introducing a major destabilizing
factor in central Europe--and it is clear that a proposal for
German reunification would be such a factor in the German
Democratic Republic, Poland, Czechoslovakia and perhaps in the
Soviet Union itself. One circumstance in which we believe the
Soviets might be induced to make such a proposal today would be
to frighten sufficiently an unresponsive Polish Government so
as to make that government more concerned about a Soviet
security guarantee against a reunited Germany. At this point,
however, we do not see thie aec a likelv possibility.

{
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The Department further believes that it would not be in
U.S. interest for the United States now to launch a major ini-
tiative calling for reunification. Such an initiative would
not be welcomed by other key allies, including the United
Kingdom, France and the Benelux countries. It would also be
highly unsettling in the Federal Republic, adding to and
complicating the difficult situation which the government of
the Federal Republic now faces. Such an initiative would also
be viewed as aggressive and threatening in, at a minimum, East
Berlin, Warsaw, and Moscow.

The Department believes, however, that a Presidential
statement reaffirming the United States commitment to the
eventual peaceful reunification of Germany would be useful.
Such a statement should be along the lines of that made by
former President Carter in Berlin in 1978; e.g.:

"The constant commitment of the Western
Allies, ever since the NATO organization was
formed, ever since the Second World War was
over, is for the reunification of Germany,
based upon the self-determination of the German
people yourselves. And this is a commitment that
I believe ought to be maintained and an ultimate
hope that should be carefully preserved.

We are not trying to impose our will upon
the German people. But when the German people
approach the time of making a decision for your-
selves that Germany should be reunited and Berlin
again be the capital of unified Germany, we would
certainly welcome that time and we look forward to
it with our prayers and our constant hope."

With regard to Congressman Crane's suggestion of an expres-
sion of support for reunification from the Congress, such an
expression exists in Section 4, S. Con. Res. 36, 83d Congress
of August 3, 1953. This could be restated perhaps in conjunc-
tion with, and in support of, a statement by the President.

LeChes v Show by j;w“
L. Paul Bremer, III
Executive Secretary
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e o 20 November 1981

Dear Phil:

Warms thanks for your 15 Septembexr note and the thoughtful
letter to the President which accompanied it.

The initiative you propose — calling for German reunification
as a means of preempting another Brezhnev propaganda offensive
-— 1s indeed an interesting idea and deserves thorough
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Soviet propaganda efforts and counter them as effectively as
possible. As you probably know, Charlie Wick's International
Communication Agency is already addressing this problem

through "Project Truth," and the State Department, in collaboration

with our embassies, is also mounting a public affairs program
geared especially to European audiences. Any initiative
involving the Federal Republic ~—~ particularly one as far-
reaching as German reunification -- would, of course, need

to be carefully prepared and coordinated not only with the
present German leadership but also the major peclitical
partiss.

Your views are always welcome here, and I appreciate your
thoughtfulness in sharing them with us.

~

Sincezely,
/S

EDWIN MEESE IIT
Counsellor to the President

The Honorable Philip M. Crane
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20315

RVvAllen:chd 11/20/81
cc: Ed _Meese chron. file

ck Allen
Secretary Al Haig, State Department
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Washington, D.E. 20515

September 16, 1981

The Honorable Ronald W. Reagan
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

I have returned recently from a series of meetings
with private citizens and government officials in West
Germany in which the growing influence of pacifist, terrorist,
and pro—-Soviet groups was assessed.

Although you are better informed than I about the
deteriorating situation in West Germany, I am increasingly
alarmed at both the depth and breadth of pro-Soviet and
anti-American sentiment which has recently manifested itself
in a number of ugly incidents.

Rather than comment cn these issues, I would like
to address one possible near~term development and suggest a
prospective general strategy for your consideration.

During my trip it was reported that President
Brezhnev, in his November visit to West Germany, would
launch a new propaganda initiative to capitalize on the
growing anti-American mood and stimulate disscolution of
Allied resolve with a call for the reunification of Germany.

Although devoid of practical potential, such a
move may exacerbate the alrz=ady disquieting trends toward so
called "Creative Solutions" including independent negctiations
and agreements with the Communists detrimental to the interests
of the United States.

Among both conservatives and some officials in
West Germany there is concern that such a Brezhnev proposal
will not only command more legitimacy than may otherwise be
the case, but that it could serve as a wedge between America
and one of its most stratigically significant allies. Based




on my okbservations, the prospect of a "neutralist" or anti-
American West Germany within the very near future is not as
incredible as cne may at first imagine.

I would like to suggest a course of action which
might possibly preclude or at least blunt such an initiative
if in fact it should materialize. That proposal is simply
one of preemption.

By taking the initiative in calling for German

reunification under certain well-specified preconditions -- ie.,

freedom of speech, press and association, as well as free
elections and withdrawal of forces from both Germanies

prior to the conclusion of a peace %treaty, vou could direct
the argument both in the United States and abroad along

lines which would make it difficult for the Soviets to put

us in 2 reactionary or defensive position to their version

of such a proposal. By highlighting and making indispensible
these stipulations, the Soviets would be forced to publically
assent to the legitimacy of conditicns they would in fact
never be disposed to accept =-- a truly free and independent
Germany with gquaranteed borders.

Although you are better able than I to weigh the
pros and cons of such a strategy, I wanted to ccnvey to you
the sense of anxiety which the evolving West German situation
has aroused, as well as a possible preemptive move against a
potential Soviet ploy.

In the event you do not feel this would be an
appropriate course of action for your administraticn to
initiate, I would be most appreciative if vou would apprise
me of your feelings with respect to such a proposal arising
from the Congress.

ully yours,

“aa

Philip M. Crane, M.C.

PMC/ari
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL o F, I 5_
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506 /f O

ACTION SV

November 30, 1981

MEMORANDUM FOR L. PAUL BREMER III
Executive Secretary
Department of State

SUBJECT: German Reunification

Attached for the Department's information and appropriate follow-
up action is an exchange of correspondence between Representative
Philip M. Crane and Counselor to the President Edwin Meese III.

In line with Counselor Meese's reply to the Congressman's proposal
concerning German reunification, the NSC would specifically welcome
receiving the Department's assessment of this idea, with emphasis
on its implications for Alliance security and East-West relations.

s
’ /

Allen J. Lanz
Staff /Direc

Attachment:

Exchange of Correspondence
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ACTION November 30, 1981
MEMORANDUM FOR ALLEN J. LENZ J\

FROM: JAMES M. RENTSCHLER

SUBJECT: Tasker to State on German Reunification

Your memo to Bremer (Tab I) tasks State with providing a substantive
follow-up to the exchange of correspondence between Ed Meese and
Congressman Phil Crane on the subject of German reunification (Tab A).

RECOMMENDATION:

That you sign the memo to Bremer at Tab I.

Approve As Amended

Tab I Memo to Bremer
A - Background Information & Exchange of
Correspondence Between Meese and Phil Crane



JANET COLSON
BUD NANCE
DICK ALLEN
IRENE DERUS
JANET COLSON
BUD NANCE
PETER

CY TO VP

CY TO MEESE
CY TO BAKER
CY TO DEAVER
CY TO BRADY

Comments:

SHOW CC

SHOW CC

SHOW CC

SHOW CC

SHOW CC



.o, : s ; ¢ ;’:”
. 20 November 1981 lelOS‘
, /2 U o

ol e

1D -
e - e
i U S

ORI R
Dear Phil: _—

Warms thanks for your 15 Septermber note and the thoughtful
letter to the President which accompanied it.

The initiative you propose -- calling for German reunification
as a means of preempting another Brezhnev propaganda offen31ve
—="18 indeed an 1nterest1ng idea and desérves thorough
consideration. With that in mind, I have asked Al Haig #nd
Dick Allen to review it and determlne what further steps, if
any, might be in order.

There is no doubt that we must be increasingly alert to

Soviet propaganda efforts and counter them as effectively as
possible. As you probably know, Charlie Wick's International
Communication Agency is already addressing this problem >
through "Project Truth," and the State Department, in collaboration
with our embassies, is also mounting a public affairs program
geared especially to European audiences. Any initiative

involving the Federal Republic -- particularly one as far-

reaching as German reunification -- would, of course, need

to be carefully prepared and coordinated not only with the

present German leadership but also the major political

parties.

Your views are always welcome here, and I appreciate your
thoughtfulness in sharing them with us.

Sincerely,

Ay,

EDWIN MEESE III
Counsellor to the President

X
The Honorable Philip M. Crane
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D. C. ~ 20515

RVAllen:chd 11/20/31

ccyp” Ed ileese chron. file
Dick Allen

KTfti Secretary Al Haig, State Department
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ACTION November 12, 1981
MEMORANDUM FOR ED MEESE
FROM: DICK ALLEN pﬂ}v
SUBJECT: Phil Crane and German Reunification

Phil Crane's German reunification proposal is an interesting

idea, but one whose time has not yet come. Public discussion

of such an eventuality would generate lively controversy, not

only among our allies but inside our own government. Unmanaged,
it could have a particularly devastating effect on German

public opinion at the present time (at a minimum such an idea
would require the most careful kind of discussion and consultation
with the FRG leadership and the opposition).

While we develop a more detailed analysis of the implications

and consequences of the idea Phil recommends (particularly on

the security effects in Central Europe flowing from removal

of the 250,000~man Bundeswehr forces from NATO defenses), I
suggest you send him a polite note along the lines of the attached.

RECOMMENDATION:

Tab A Letter to Phil Crane
Tab B Incoming Letter from Phil Crane
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PHILIP M. CRANE

MEMBER OF CONGRESS
12TH DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

OFFICES;

Suite 1035
LONGWORTH BUILDING
WasHinGTOoN, D.C. 20515
202/225-3711
WAYS AND MEANS

COMMITTEE

DAVID J. ALLERN
ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT

S Congress of the Hnited Stateg

OVERSIGHT 1450 Sourn NEW WLKE ROAD

HEALTH %ouse gt Reprezentaubes ARLINGTON HEIGHTS, ILLINOIS 60003

790
SOCIAL SECURITY 312/394-0

Washington, B.E. 20515
September 16, 1981

The Honorable Ronald W. Reagan
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

I have returned recently from a series of meetings
with private citizens and government officials in West
Germany in which the growing influence of pacifist, terrorist,
and pro-Soviet groups was assessed.

Although you are better informed than I about the
deteriorating situation in West Germany, I am increasingly
alarmed at both the depth and breadth of pro-Soviet and
anti-American sentiment which has recently manifested itself
in a number of ugly incidents.

Rather than comment on these issues, I would like
to address one possible near~term development and suggest a
prospective general strategy for your consideration.

During my trip it was reported that President
Brezhnev, in his November visit to West Germany, would
launch a new propaganda initiative to capitalize on the
growing anti-American mood and stimulate dissolution of
Allied resolve with a call for the reunification of Germany.

Although devoid of practical potential, such a
move may exacerbate the already disquieting trends toward so
called "Creative Solutions" including independent negotiations
and agreements with the Communists detrimental to tihe interests
of the United States.

Among both conservatives and some officials in
West Germany there is concern that such a Brezhnev proposal
will not only command more legitimacy than may otherwise be
the case, but that it could serve as a wedge between America
and one of its most stratigically significant allies. Based

R



on my observations, the prospect of a "neutralist" or anti-
American West Germany within the very near future is not as
incredible as one may at first imagine.

I would like to suggest a course of action which
might possibly preclude or at least blunt such an initiative
if in fact it should materialize. That proposal is simply
one of preemption.

By taking the initiative in calling for German
reunification under certain well-specified preconditions -- ie.,
freedom of speech, press and association, as well as free
elections and withdrawal of forces from both Germanies
prior to the conclusion of a peace treaty, you could direct
the argument both in the United States and abroad along
lines which would make it difficult for the Soviets to put
us in a reactionary or defensive position to their version
of such a proposal. By highlighting and making indispensible
these stipulations, the Soviets would be forced to publically
assent to the legitimacy of conditions they would in fact
never be disposed to accept -- a truly free and independent
Germany with quaranteed borders.

Although you are better able than I to weigh the
pros and cons of such a strategy, I wanted to convey to you
the sense of anxiety which the evolving West German situation
has aroused, as well as a possible preemptive move against a
potential Soviet ploy.

In the event you 3o not feel this would be an
appropriate course of action for your administration to
initiate, I would be most appreciative if you would apprise
me of your feelings with respect to such a proposal arising
from the Congress.

»fully yours,

R\

Phillp M. Crane, M.C.

PMC/api
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CONFIRENTIAL November 28, 1981
INFORMATION
MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT ] QYL
FROM: RICHARD V. ALLEN
SUBJECT: German Debrief of Brezhnev Visit to Bonn ?B*

As prefigured in your recent phone conversations with Chancellor
Schmidt, senior diplomatic envoy Berndt von Staden was in town
on Friday to brief us on the Brezhnev visit. I spent an hour
and a half with him, and later he saw Al Haig. A guick summary
of von Staden's presentation includes the following key points:

-- Von Staden confirmed that your speech made a very positive
contribution to the visit; in addition to the usefulness of the
timing (Margaret Thatcher's presence in Bonn directly preceding
Brezhnev's enhanced the positive impact of Allied reaction),
the speech contents put the Soviets on the defensive and made
it easier for the Germans to discuss strategic matters with them.

-- The Chancellor, according to von Staden, repeatedly made
it clear that the U.S. means business in the proposals you have
advanced and that there is a firm determination on the German side
to proceed with full INF deployments if progress is not achieved
in the Geneva talks.

—-— Von Staden clarified the Soviet-German arms control "con-
sultations" commitment which came out of the Brezhnev visit and
emphasized that the word "consultations" was never used by the
German side. What the Germans have in mind are exchanges at the

Ambassadorial level which will be used to "interpret" an impress
upon" the Soviets the common Western position vis-a-vis eva and
our determination to stick with the two-track NATO decis . on INF.
—-—- Von Staden reviewed the essence of Soviet propos y in
Bonn, highlighting German rejection of both the old mora rium

idea and the "goodwill" offer to remove unilaterally som jeapons
from the Western part of the Soviet Union (which, because of the
range problem, would have no meaningful effect on the pr nt
threat). He also identified several new elements in the ouviet
position, in particular 1) apparent Soviet willingness to proceed
step~by—-step on arms control matters; and 2) willingness to

CON;}QENTIAL

Review\Qe 11/28/87
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negotiate "significant" reductions of intermediate range
weaponry, by which the Soviets mean "hundreds" rather than
"tens" or "scores" of systems.

—-- The Germans were impressed by apparently genuine Soviet
concern over the capacity of modernized INF systems to reach
Soviet territory - a concern which von Staden asserted the
Germans did nothing to diminish.

-- On START, von Staden said that the Soviets wanted to
continue negotiations in such a way as to preserve the "benefits"
of past arms limitation agreements but expressed concern that we
were ready to write off SALT II. (&)

Von Staden briefly reviewed a number of other issues which came

up during the Brezhnev visit, including the Madrid Conference

(the Soviets persist in asking for extension of the geographical
area "into parts of the Atlantic"); Poland (Brezhnev seemed
relatively moderate on the subject though emphasizing that the
Soviets could tolerate no change from the "post-war configura-
tion"); China (a very negative Soviet attitude); and bilateral
problems (the Germans pushed for a more benevolent Soviet attitude
on the two million ethnic Germans within the Soviet Union and
brought up some specific hardship cases). (N

Von Staden concluded with a few remarks concerning Brezhnev's
general health and appearance along the lines Schmidt mentioned
to you in his Wednesday phone call (see transcript at Tab A for
quick skim). ?QL

Attachment:
Tab A Telephone conversation btw Schmidt
and Reagan

cc: The Vice President
The Secretary of State
Ed Meese
Jim Baker
Mike Deaver

\
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November 27, 1981
UNCLASSIFIED

w/SECREMNAttachment

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR RICHARD VT\AL&§§
N
FRCM: JIM RENTSCHLERN NN
SUBJECT: Von Staden Debrief on Brezhnev Visit

As per our exchange earlier this morning, your memo to the
President (Tab I) provides a summary of your meeting with
Berndt von Staden on the Brezhnev visit to Bonn. I have also
included a clean copy of the transcript covering the November
25 Schmidt-Reagan telcon (Tab A) which may help the President
put von Staden's visit in perspective (and in one fell swoop
take care of including the Secretary of State and other princi-
pals on distribution for that material).

RECOMMENDATION ¢

That you sign the memo to the President at Tab I.

Approve H As amended

Attachments:
Tab I RVA memo to President
A Telcon btw President and Schmidt

cc: Dennis Blair
Dick Pipes
Bill Stearman
Sven Kraemer
/ 1=t7./0

N
UNCDASSIFIED . )
w/SECRET Attachment




“ Translation

105-3513/81 - o

ln the course of the actual negotlations wfth the U‘mted' States, we ' ;

shall strongly urge extens;ve reducttons on- bpth mdes in the number |

of medlum range nuclear weapons m Europe. It |s obvlous that the

actual flgures wnII have tq be estabhshed during the negotlatnons them-

selves. As far as our snde |s concerned, we would be prepared to effect
reductlons mvolvmg not just dozens but hundreds of weapons of thls
) ca_tegory I repeat hundreds of these weappns Thns IS our standpoant

.}». - o .

: '
‘

[ ‘~-’,L,‘ ,'.“ 4‘ .

And |f our negotiating. partners show that. they are wnlllng to agree ‘on
the complete renunciation by both sides -xthe East and the’ West - of
alI types of medium-range nuclear weapons aimed at targets in Europe,

we shall support this. '

‘Indeed, we advocate that Europe ultimately be free from nuclear weapons'
- both medium-range and tactical weapons. This would be. true fulfilment
! of a zero option in the true sense of the word - a just solution for all

sides.’

I\ . 7  f







um die Stabilit&t des Friedens geht. Deswegen hdrt man zu und
iiberlegt, auch jenseits aller offentlichen Gerdusche, die si-
cherlich sich noch verstdrken kdnnen oder noch variiert wer-
den, welche Folgerungen flir die eigene Politik 2zu ziehen sind.
Wir haben dabei kéinen Zweifel daran gelassen, daB hier zwei
Ungleiche miteinander reden, auf der einen Seite eine nuklerare
Weltmacht und auf der anderen Seite des Tisches ein nicht
nuklearer Staat mittlerer Bedeutung,‘dér allerdings nach seiner
geographischen Lage und nach seiner Geschichte an der Sicher-
heit in Europa, am Frieden in Europa ein besonders hohes

nationales Interesse hat.

Breschnew und ich haben sehr bewuBt als Vertreter jener Genera
tionen gesprochen, die den letzten Krieg voll miterlebt haben,

mit erlitten haben, mitgemacht haben.

Wir Deutschen hatten und haben weiterhin bei alledem eine ganz
wichtige—-und das haben wir so erwartet, das 'ist so eingetrof-

fen - Dolmetscherfunktion zu erfiillen. Es ist iiberdeutlich,

—

daB die sowjetische Fithrung die Absichten der amerikanischen

R E——

Fiihrung und ihrer Flhrer noch nicht richtig einschédtzen kann.

e m————n

Ein wesentlicher Teil der Gespr&che galt also unserém Bemiihen,
T

unseren Gespréchspartnern, die ernste Verhandlungsabsicht und

den Willen der Amerikaner plausibel zu machen, zy wirklichen
—

Reduzierungen zu gelangen. Ein MiBverst&ndnis wird sicherlich

. (‘. -
in den Kreisen von Berufspolitikern, die wir fast ja alle

sind, nicht eingetreten sein, was von einigen in der Presse
kultiviert werden mag; das MiBverstdndnis, als ob hier iber
Fragen verhandelt wilirde, liber die erst ab ndchsten Montag in

Genf verhandelt wird.

Niemand konnte erwarten, und jedenfalls haben wir nicht er-
wartet, dafl die Sowjetunion sieben Tage vor dem eigentlichen Ver-
handlungsbeginn in Genf bereit sein wiirde, ihre ja schon
dffentlich vorgetragene Verhandlungsposition noch zu korri-

gieren, zu verdndern oder Zugestdndnisse auch nur anzudeuten.




Ebenso_wenig at die sowjetische Fihrun 2rwartet, daf wir
—, ———

——

etwas anderes als die westliche Verhandlungsposition erlau-

tern wlirden, die wir ja sehr aktiv mitgestaltet hatten. Unsere
'>——-——-—-——-—-—s ———

Gesprdche sind aber filir beide Seiten so wesentlich, da3 wir
T -

in dieser zentralen Frage der Verhandlungsgegenstdnde in Genf
— .
und der Verhandlungen, die in Genf gefiihrt werden missen ~ und
—

ich habe sehr unterstrichen, daB dazu weniger als zwei Jahre

e

zur Verf&gung stehen, um zu einem wesentlichen Ergebnis zu
—

komvan— daf wir wédhrend dieser Verhandlungen in Genf in di=-

ser Zzentralen Frage.auch bilateral miteinander im Gesprdch

—
bleiben werden. Wir Deutschen verhandeln nicht, wir konnen aber

hilfreich sein und wir miissen das auch im eigenen nationalen

—

Interesse immer wieder versuchen, zZu sein. Natiirlich war das

zentrale Thema von Herrn Breschnew elngefuhrt Die Ristungskon-
trollproblematik.

Ich habe nach all diesen Gesnrdchen keinen Zweifel an dem ernst-

haften Willen der sowjetischen Fiihrung lber die Genfer Ver-

handlungen zu wesentlichen Reduzierungen im Bereich der Mittel-
—
streckenwaffen zu kommen. Wir haben uns, ich wiederhole das,

—

unsererseits bemiiht, emste sowjetische Zweifel an der Glaubwlir-

digkeit der amerikanischen Position und an der ernsten Verhand-

lungsbereitschaft der amerikanischen Filhrung auszurdumen.
Ich will hier hinzufligen, daB die Sowjetunion ernste Sorge vor
der Stationierunc amerikanischer Mittelstreckenwaffen auf eurcndischem Boden

hat (zuletzi hatte es bis 1963 in drei Lidndern Europas am Boden stationier—

te amerikanische Mittelstreckenwaffen geceben, dile sowjetische Ziele er-
reichen konnten).  Das macht der Sowjetfilhrung ernste Sorgen.

Ich habe ihr diese Sorgen weder nehmen kdnnen noch nehmen wol-

len. Vielmehr habe ich betont, daB ihre Sorgen

unseren Sorgen entsprechen, unseren eigenen Sorgen vor der

wachsenden sowjetischen Raketenkapazitdt, die auf Westeuropa
gerichtet ist. |

Und ich habe deshalb die beiderseitige Null-L&sung flr landge-
stiitzte Raketen in den Vordergrund unserer Argumentation q;~

SEBRDRE

stellt. Ich habe nicht verschwiegen, daf das pclitische Schick-

sal dieser Bundesregierung mit dem Dcoppelbeschluff in seinen
beiden Teilen verkniipft ist.

Die sowjetische Bereitschaft, wenn auch gegenwdrtig mit vielen

——

Bedingungen verkniipft, zu einer einseitigen Vorleistung in der

Reduzierung ihrer Mittelstreckenwaffen deutet darauf hin, dap

e~

——

dlC sowjectische Flhruna sehr deutlich die Notwendigkeit von

T et AT e e m~ aviFann F




Es zeigte Sich in den Gesprdchen auch bei aller Unterschied-
lichkeit in der Beurteilung der tatsédchlichen Gewichte,
bei aller Unterschiedlichkeit in der Pridsentation der tat-

sdchlichen Gewichte beiderseits, es zeigte sich auch, da®

d;g Sowjets ebenso wie wir eine etappenweise, eine phasen-

weise L®sung ins Auge fassen.

Zu den sowjetischen Moratoriumsvorschligen habe ich daran
erinnert, daB die Sowjetunion 1978 ein anndherndes Gleich-
gewicht als gegeben ansah und dies offentlich so

erkldrt hat, daB aber seitdem die Zahl der SS 20-Spreng-
kopfe von damals 150 auf gegenwdrtig 750 erhtht worden ist.

Ich méchte vor dem Ende der Gespridche noch nicht iiber die
Ubrigen Themen berichten, Uber die der Bundesauﬁenminister'
und ich mit den Herren Gromyko und Breschnew gesprochen
haben. Aber ich mochte einen Satz aus dem gestrigen eroff-
nenden Delegationsgesprédch hier wiederholen diirfen, den ich
gesprochen habe, zu Herrn Breschnew und zu Herrn Gromyko

und der ganzen sowjetischen Delegation gewandt:

P

"Ich splire Thren Willen zum Frieden, und ich hoffe, daf auch

Sie unseren Willen zum Frieden spiiren."

Und ich kann heute hinzufigen, daB ich Uberzeugt bin, daB
das letztere auch tatsdchlich der Fall ist. Auch die
sowjetische Fiuhrung splirt unseren Willen zum Frieden und
unsere ernsthafte konkrete Entschlossenheit, zu L&sungen

beizutragen.

Vorletztes Wort: Als ich gestern in einem privaten Gespréch
im kleinsten Kreise mit Herrn Breschnew, um die Bedeutung
eines Arguments, das ich vortrug, zu unterstreichen, gesagt
habe: "Ich habe Sie, Herr Generalsekretdr, in den letzten
acht Jahren, in denen wir sechs oder sieben Mal ausfihr-

liche Gesprdche hatten, ich habe Sie in den letzten acht

Jahren unserer Gesprdche niemals irre gefihrt" - und ich wollte

‘dann den Satz fortsetzen-~ ist er mir ins Wort gefallen und
hat sehr demonstrativ gesagt: '"Das ist wahr."

Ich bin mal so indiskret , das hier zu erzdhlen, um aus




—_—~
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diese Weise zu illustrieren, da® das Vertrauen in die

Partnerschaftlichkeitnder anderen Seite wirklich echt ist.

Und hier sprechen in der Tat - ich wiederhole cinen
Gedanken, den ich gestern abend in einer Tischrede schon
ausgesprochen hatte - zwei Angehdrigé einer Generation,
die den letzten Krieg aus eigener soldatischer Erfahrung
kennen, die Europa von Calais bis Moskau zerstdort gesehen
nhaben, von Rotterdam und K&ln und Dresden bis Warschau
und Leningrad zerstdrt gesehen haben. Und die wissen,

was Krieg und was Tod und was Flucht und Zerstdrung und

Verlust von Heimat bedéuten.

Es wird morgen ein Kommuniqué geben; das ist fertig.

Ich will dem nicht vorgreifen. Das werdet Ihr sicher
sorgfidltig lesen und in Eure Rede-Unterlagen fiir die
ndchsten drei Wochen aufnehmen. Ich bitte ebenso in die
Rede-Unterlagen aufzunehmen, das, was im Kommuniqué

nicht steht, was aber in den beiden Tischreden von gestern
abend sehr klar zum Ausdruck gekommen ist. Beides gehoért
zu den Materialien, die man flir die ndchsten Wochen
braucht.

AbschlieRend méchte ich mich bedanken fiir mancherlei
Argumentationshilfen, die wir in den letzten drei Wochen
der Vorbereitung sowohl aus Kreisen der Bundestagsfraktion

wie aus der Parteiflihrung bekommen haben.
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CONﬁ}B@NTIAL November 27, 1981
INFORMATION
MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
FROM: RICHARD V. ALLEN
SUBJECT: German Debrief of Brezhnev Visit to Bonn ?E{

As prefigured in your recent phone conversations W%EE Chancellor
Schmidt, senior diplomatic envoy Berndt von Staden I in town 54544Z%/
—koday to brief us on the Brezhnev, vis t. I spent an hour-and-

half with him-this-—morning, and ‘—be~se€1ng Al Haig Zatex
thisafterneen. A quick summary of von Staden's presentation

includes the following key points:

-- Von Staden confirmed that your speech made a very positive
contribution to the visit; in addition to the usefulness of the
timing (Margaret Thatcher's presence in Bonn directly preceding
Brezhnev's enhanced the positive impact of Allied reaction), the
speech contents put the Soviets on the defensive and made it
easier for the Germans to discuss strategic matters with them.

-~ The Chancellor, according to von Staden, repeatedly made
it clear that the U.S. means business in the proposals you have
advanced and that there is a firm determination on the German side
to proceed with full INF deployments if progress is not achieved
in the Geneva talks.

~- Von Staden clarified the Soviet-German arms control "con-
sultations" commitment which came out of the Brezhnev visit and
emphasized that the word "consultations" was never used by the
German side. What the Germans have in mind are exchanges at the
Ambassadorial level which will be used to "1nterpret" and "impress
upon" the Soviets the common Western position vis- 3-vis Geneva and
our determination to stick with the two-track NATO decision on
INF.

-- Von Staden reviewed the essence of Soviet proposals in
Bonn, highlighting German rejection of both the old moratorium
idea and the "goodwill" offer to remove unilaterally some weapons
from the Western part of the Soviet Union (which, because of the
range problem, would have no meaningful effect on the present
threat). He also identified several new elements in the Soviet
position, in particular 1) apparent Soviet willingness to proceed
step-by-step on arms control matters; and 2) willingness to

CONPYDENTTAL f
RevieQ\QQ‘ll/27/87 ;o
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MEMORANDUM FOR RICHARD V. ALLEN f\\\ ~ ///
W

FROM: JAMES M. RENTSCHLER
SUBJECT: Your Meeting With Bundestag Defense Committee Delegation
(Tuesday, November 24 - 11 a.m.)

You really need no specific guidance for dealing with tomorrow's
visit by seven members of the FRG Bundestag Defense Committee
(see attached list). At the risk of telling grandmother how to
suck eggs, however, I suggest you open the meeting with a

few preliminary remarks which would stress the following points:

- Importance of the President's INF proposal and the need for
continuing Alliance solidarity on the two-track NATO decision if
that proposal is to have any hope for success;

- Integrity of the President's strategic-decision package and
the signal this sends to the Soviets concerning our seriousness
about maintaining Western security;

- Necessity of persevering along the Camp David track in the
Middle East and our hope that no EC-10 initiative will compromise
the prospects of that delicate effort.

You could then throw the session opn to questions and elicit
German views on the status of the "peace" movement in Europe, the
atmosphere in Bonn now that Brezhnev has arrived, the likely
effect of the Yamal pipeline deal in inner-German relations, etc.
Incidentally, in line with the first tick above, you might note
(more in sorrow than anger) that Egon Bahr's widely quoted
remarks about concern that the President's proposal d4id not go
far enough cannot be helpful in preserving the Allied unity

which successful negotiations with the Soviets will require.

Tab A List for Meeting

cc: Dick Pipes
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MENORANDUM

THE WHITLE HOUSE

WASUHINGTON

30 October 1981

FOR: ED MEESE
FROM: ED THOMAS

SUBJECT: Meeting with President and Chancellor Schmidt

Director Lahnstein, Foreign Secretariat, Bonn, Germany
called to inquire of the feasibility of a meeting between
President Reagan and Chancellor Helmut Schmidt. As the
Chancellor was ill at Cancun and did not have an opportunity
to meet with President Reagan, Lahnstein is calling to
inquire if Chancellor Schmidt took his vacation on December
26 - January 10, would there be an opportunity for a meeting
to be put together between the President and Chancellor
Schmidt.

If the likelihood of such a meeting exists, a more formal
request will be made. It will also be necessary to know
whether Chancellor Schmidt need to take his vacation in
Florida or California, depending on where the President will
be during that time. Director Lahnstein will be in his
office for the next two hours and would very much appreciate
an indication as to the receptivity to this request before
next Tuesday.

Will Meet: Will Not Meet:



JANET COLSON
BUD NANCE
DICK ALLEN
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JANET COLSON
BUD NANCE
PETER

CY TO VP
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CY TO DEAVER
CY TO BRADY

Comments:
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SHOW
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PROPOSED ANNEX CHARLIE MESSAGE FOR MANFRED LAHNSTEIN, HEAD
OF THE CHANCELLERY OF THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY FROM
EDWIN MEESE, TIII, COUNSELOR TO THE PRESIDENT

Dear Manfred:

Thank you for your personal message requesting to know
if there will be a chance for Chancellor Schmidt to meet
with President Reagan before Cancun. The President has
received the same request from the Chancellor himself in a
letter of several days ago, and of course Al Haig discussed
the subject with the Chancellor in Bonn.

As you can well appreciate, between President Mitterrand's
visit on the 18th and 19th, and the President's departure
for Cancun on the 21st, the schedule is extremely tight. I
am afraid that we simply cannot fit a meeting with the
Chancellor into the President's schedule during that time.

I know the President is looking forward to seeing Chancellor
Schmidt at Cancun and we are reviewing his schedule there to
see what can be arranged in the way of separate bilateral
meetings. If there are specific recommendations that the
Chancellor wishes to convey to the President before the
meeting, the President would be happy to receive them.

Sincerely, Ed Meese



FROM HEAD OF THE CHANCELLERY OF THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY

TO MR. EDWIN MEESE

October 7, 1981

Dear Ed:

I am on my way to an informal meeting between the Chancellor
and President Mitterrand and I will return to Bonn only tomorrow
night. Before leaving I would like to raise with you the question
of a meeting between the Chancellor and your President before
or on the occasion of Cancun. I would be grateful if you could
let me know whether there is a chance for a meeting in Washington
before the President leaves for Cancun, of course after the
Yorktown celebrations and possibly on the evening of the 20th.
FOR YOUR INFORMATION ONLY: The Chancellor will spend a few
days of rest on the Bermudas from Sunday, 18 October, until his
departure for Cancun, via Washington if it suits you.

Looking forward to hearing from you.

Yours sincerely,

Manfred Lahnstein



PH-3 ;rﬂnxnr -LERT (RGG3)
WITH A HEQ2T PACENAKER YESTERRAY, F anfﬁ‘fﬁﬂfp THE OGP ITAL A3
EASLY A3 SATURDAYs WEST GERMANY®S CHIEF GOUERWHENT 5POCESHAN
KURT BECKER SAID T4IAY,

MR SCHMIDT SPEHT A PEACEFUL NIGHT AFTER THE NPERATION IN A
BILITARY HOSPITAL [H KOBLEHZ, SOUTH GF DOHMs AND DOLTORS HERE
YERY PLEASED WITH HIS CONDITION, ¥R BECKER TOLD RADIQ
[HTERUIEHERS,

WINE CHANCELLOR HAHS-DIFTRICH GEHACHER RETURMED ERRLY FROH
f MEETING OF FUROPEAN COMROH HARKET FOREIGH MIKISTERS IN LOMIOR
LAST HIGHT ANTD WAS CHAIRING THE HEEKLY CARINET MEETING THIS
HORHING, OFFICIALS SAIT.

HR SCHEIZTy 524 HAD THE PACEMAKER INSTALLER UHRER LOCAL
ANESTHESIA IN AN OPERATION WHICH LASTED LESS THAN RY HOUR,
BOCTORS 3A1] THE PACEMAKER MAS KEEIED TO PREUEHT HERRTEREART
[RREGULARITIES,

®2 JECKER 3AIT BACTORS HAD ATUISED THE CHANCELLOR AGRINGT
TRAUELTHG 70 CRHCUH, MEXICO. HEXT WEEK 7O ATTEHD THE
HORTH-S0UTH SUMMIT 843 HE WOULY PROBAELY HOT G0,

BT HE SHOULD BE BACY AT HIS TESE [N THE BOHM CHRHCELLERY
_DBEALIKG MITH PRPERHDREK HEXT | EEﬁ; THE SPOKESMAN AERED, ’

HR BECKE® SAID THE SURGER
REUTER 433 JP

' FICKING UP 4TH GRAF



5939
MEMORANDUM

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL

CONETRENBIL October 7, 1981

ACTION
\\
MEMORANDUM FOR RICHARD V. ALLEN P

. /){ I‘J’\_\n
FROM: DENN%Q BLAIR/JAMES Rg&TSCHLER
(Ul
SUBJECT: Lahnstein Message to Meese on Schmidt

Meeting with the President

Manfred Lahnstein has sent Meese an Annex Charlie message
about a Schmidt meeting with the President on the way to
Cancun. Schmidt has made the same request twice previously.

We still think that this is not a good use of the President's
time.

Attached for your signature at Tab I is a memorandum to Meese
giving him the background on the request and forwarding for
his approval a reply to Lahnstein refusing the request. J(&y~

RECOMMENDATION

That you sign the memorandum to Ed Meese at Tab I.

Approve Disapprove
Attachments:
Tab I Memorandum to Ed Meese
Tab A Proposed message to Manfred Lahnstein
Tab B Incoming message to the President
SONEEDENTTAE

Review October 7, 1987.
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