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United States Department of State 

Washington, D. C. 20520 System II 

91245 

~T/SENSITIVE 
December 5, 198 .5 

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. ROBERT C. MCFARLANE 
THE WHITE HOUSE 

SUBJECT: Gorbachev Proposal on Testing 

Soviet Ambassador Dobrynin today delivered to the Secretary 
a letter to the President from Gorbachev with a proposal on 
nuclear testing. The letter, which is attached, reiterates the 
Soviet moratorium proposal but adds some new twists; the 
moratorium would extend to peaceful nuclear explosions; and 
both sides would agree to allow visits by observers to sites of 
ambiguous activities. We will provide separately our views on 
a response. 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

SYSTEM -·i;: _' 3 
United States Department of ~lt,is ADD-ON 

Washington, D.C. 20520 

December 19, 1985 

Admiral John M. Poindexter 
Deputy Assistant to ~he President 
National Security Affairs 

A."tlbassador Max M. Kampelman ~ ~J( 
Respons~ to Gorbachev's Letter on Nuclear Testing 

Even though I believe that Option A is not likely 
adequately to match the public appeal of the Gorbachev 
proposal, I hesitate to recommend Option Band be contrary 
to the strong recommendation from the Joint Chiefs, even 
though I have not seen and do not fully appreciate the 
reasons behind their objections to Option B. 

Our current policy on testing does not have high 
public credibility as reflected in wide-spread Congressional 
skepticism. It is, therefore, essential that Option A, were 
it to be accepted by the President, be significantly beefed 
up with a clear indication by the President that he would 
like to recommend to the Senate the ratification of the 
Threshold Test Ban Treaty (TTBT) of 1974 banning under
ground testing above 150 kilotons and the companion Peaceful 
Nuclear Explosions Treaty (PNET) of 1976. 

The United States should not take steps which might 
endanger our security interests simply for the sake of 
satisfying what we perceive to be public or Congressional 
pressures. We are, however, fully complying with both 
treaties without getting any bargaining or public relations 
dredit for it. The treaties were not ratified because of 
concerns about verification. My recent visits to Los Alamos 
and Livermore have persuaded me that new technological 
developments make the verification problem much more manage
able. I am told that two to three calibration ,shots per side 
could settle this problem for us by substantially reducin 
uncertainty in yield estimation. 



" -2-

In my judgment, the President's response to Gorbachev 
should note the fact that an undoubted irritant in our 
bilateral relationships is the fact that- the· trnftedStates
negotiated and then signed these two treaties without 
ratifying them. The President should assert he wants . to 
eliminate that irritant and his proposal for an experts 
meeting to find common ground is designed toward that end. 

Ratification is not a "slippery slope" toward a pressure 
to adopt a Comprehensive Test Ban (CTB). It would open the 
door to the principle of on-site inspection and would lessen 
pressures from Allies and the Congress. It would also serve 
to test Gorbachev's earnestness in seeking to improve arms 
control progress with us. 

,, 
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United States Department of State 

Washington, D.C. 20520 

December 26, 1985 

SYSTEM II 
91245 

MEMORANDUM FOR VADM JOHN M. POINDEXTER 
THE WHITE HOUSE 

SUBJECT: GORBACHEV LETTER ON NUCLEAR TESTING 

The Soviet Embassy has transmitted to us the signed 
original letter from General Secretary Gorbachev to President 
Reagan on nuclear testing, dated December S, 1985. In 
forwarding it to you, we have enclosed an English language 
translation. 

D 

~·J(advd~~ 
Nicholas Platt /4-

Executive Secretafy 

By .iilb 
8t!!CRET/S,Et-1SITIVE 

DECL:OADR 
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DECLASSIFIED_/ RELEASED 

His Excellency 
Ronald w.RE.AG.A.N 
'l1he President of the 
United States of }unerica 
V✓ashington, D.C. 

Dear i1Ir.President, 

SYSTEM I I 
91245 

Unofficial tra.11Slation 

December 5, 1985 

In this message of mine I would like to eA'})ress some 

considerations and proposals as a follow-up to our exchange of 
views. 

After the Geneva meeting we have a common task - to do all that 
is necessary and possible so that i t s results which were met with 
satisfaction ever;y-where, b e reinforced by practical agreements and 

measures leading to t he termination of the arms race, strengthening 

of t he security of all states and revitalization of the situation 
in t he world. i'his is precisely ·wD.at is expected of us as leaders 
of' t he t wo ma j or powers. 

The Soviet - American taL'ics o.:i nuclear an.a. space ·weapons are, 
of course, oi special i mpor tance. ·:le favor achieving real progress 

at t hese talks, as well as at t he conference in Stock.hol.ra, at the 
negotiations i n Vienna and i n ot her f ora. 

:aut t here is a.'1. i s sue •;;~iere concrete and rather weighty an.d 

tangible results can be achleveu alre a c._y .:iow.This is the issue of 

stopping nuclear testse 
The Soviet Union unilaterally introauced since August 6 and has 

been observing a ~1oratoriu:n on all nuclear explosions. There is 
no ne ed to dwell upon the seri ous .L1ess of ~:Cris s tep .. ;l'o ta.lee such 

a decis ion was not a simple :.:::.atter f or us. I'he ::Soviet side has its 

own pro graI11s , concret e pr act i c al neecis. £or that reason a time 



period through which the moratoriun ·.-:ould remain in effect was set
until January 1, 1986. As vie have stated, the USSR is ready to 
refrain from conducting .riuclear explosions even fu.rther; though, na
turally, on the ·oasis of reciprocity. I v;isb. to reaffirm that again. 
If, however, no positive response to this goodwill gesture of ours 
comes from the US, the unilateral com.mi tments of the USSR will be 
void after the announced dateo 

',✓e would not like it to happen. Alt:O.ough we do not have much 
time at our disposal, there is still enough time for the .American 
side to carefully analize this question again and to review it in 
broad political terms. I ·.vish to reiterate the thought which I have 
already expressed to you: if there is a genuine intention to work 
towards stopping the nuclear arms race, a mutual moratorium cannot 
be objected to, whlle it would bring great benefits. 

Indeed - what ca.~ be the objective obstacles to our joint 
suspension of nuclear weapon tests? I an convinced that there are 
no such obstacles. For in that case our countries would, in fact, 
be in an equal position. 

Sometimes, of course, they refer to the ci.ifficulties of 
verification. But there is no basis whatsoever to dramatize this 
problem, either. ·ae both know that the DSSR and the US possess very 
sophisticated national tecI'...nical means ma.king it possible to verify 
reliablY the fact of the absence of nuclear explosions •. 4.n additio
nal guarantee of ensuring the confidence of the sides that the 
moratorium is being ooserve d vmuld be renouncing - as the Soviet 
union has done now - ar1;y nuclear explosions - for peaceful, as well 
as military purposes. 

If, however, some QOubts regarding verification remain , this, 
given agreement on the ;n.ain poin-~, is a problem which, in our view, 
ca.~ be solved. One ca.a take up,for exa:ple, the p!'oposal of the 
DeLJ-ii "six" - Argen~ina, Greece, India, ~.Iexico, ·ranzania and 
Sweden - regarding t il.e creation of ve::-ific ation mecha.11.ism.s on the 
ter.:-i tori es of these co untries. ·.1e nave al=-e ady expressed a positive 
e.tti tud.e to t l1at • 

. ,.oreover. If a r.1utual .11orc-toriu.w. 0 .:1 :mclear explosions is 
coing to be introd1.lced ~!0 1:1 , we a::-e :;;.:.. ... epared - and -;;his is what \Ve 

.91 ... opose - t o a s r 2e at t; j:.e sar.1e ti,ne 0 .'..1 -c~1e following : on a r ecipl'oca: 



basis to give on appropriate re~uests the opportunity to the 
observers of both sides to visit the locations of ambiguous 
phenome11.a in order to remove possible cioubts that such phenomena 
can oe r elated to .;:iuclear explosions. 

In other words, t.he issue of a mutual moratorium on nuclear 
explosions is ripe and can be resolved as a practical matter • . And 
if one is to spea.l~ of the political significance of such a joint 
step, then, certainly, it would give quite a ·definite signal to 
other nuclear powers, too, would create a qualitatively new situatioJ 
much more favorable for a positive development of the process startei 
in Geneva, for taking effective practical steps to curb the nuclear 
arms race. 

The resumption of the trilateral negotiations on the general 
and complete prohibition of nuclear weapon tests would also be a 
tangible step in that direction. ~he overwhelming majority of states 
quite definitely speaks in favor of that, as was clearly stated 
in the U.N., at the recent NP.i: review conference, in other presti
gious international organizationso 

I would like to reaffir8 our readiness for such negotiations 
and I specifically propose that they be resumed next January, for 
example, in Geneva. I believe that, s hould you accept, we could. 
jointly come to terms on t his matter with the British, too. 

rrir .President, I found it necessary to address in t his message 
a very important, serious question in the spirit of frankness which 
permeated our meetings and conversations in Geneva. 

On behalf of ti1e Soviet leadership I v.rould like to reaffirm 
t hat we favor the implementation of t hose understandings of prin
ciple, which v,ere reached between us. It is precisely in this vein 
t hat I address you. 

We do not see an,)' genuinely convincing reasons, wb:y the USSR 

and US could not make a joint step - to mutually discontinue 
nuclear explosions. A political decision is required in this case.An 
we wou ld like to hope t hat such a ciec i sion v;ill be talcen by the 
us Administ r ation~ 

t> i ncer e ly, 



His Excellency 
Ronald W. Reagan 
The President of the 
United States of America 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. President, 

December 5, 1985 

In this message of mine I would like to express some 
considerations and proposals as a follow-up to our exchange of 
views. 

After the Geneva meeting we have a common task - to do all 
that is necessary and possible so that its results which were 
met with satisfaction everywhere, be reinforced by practical 
agreements and measures leading to the termination of the arms 
race, strengthening of the security of all states and 
revitalization of the situation in the world. This is 
precisely what is expected of us as leaders of the two major 
powers. 

The Soviet-American talks on nuclear and space weapons are, 
of course, of special importance. We favor achieving real 
progress at these talks, as well as at the confe~ence in 
Stockholm, at the negotiations in Vienna and in other fora. 

But there is an issue where concrete and rather weighty and 
tangible results can be achieved already now. This is the 
issue of stopping nuclear tests. 

The Soviet Union unilaterally introduced since August 6 and 
has been observing a moratorium on all nuclear explosions. 
There is no need to dwell upon the seriousness of this step. 
To take such a decision was not a simple matter for us. The 
Soviet side has its own programs, concrete practical needs. 
For that reason a time period through which the moratorium 
would remain in effect was set - until January 1, 1986. As we 
nave stated, the USSR is ready to refrain from conducting 
nuclear explosions even further, though, naturally, on the 
oasis of reciprocity. I wish to reaffirm that again. If, 
however, no positive response to this goodwill gesture of ours 
comes from the us, the unilateral commitments of the USSR will 
be void after the announced date. 

We would not like it to happen. Although we do not have 
much time at our disposal, there is still enough time for the 
American side to carefully analyze this question again and to 
review it in broad political terms. I wish to reiterate the 
thought which I have already expressed to you: if there is a 
genuine intention to work towards stopping the nuclear arms 
race, a mutual moratorium cannot be objected to, while it would 
bring great benefits. 

D CLAS IF!ED / RELEASED 
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Indeed - what can be the objective obstacles to our joint 

suapension. o f... nucle.ac w.eapon. tes.t.s'l I am conv.i .nced that the.:r.e. 
are no such obstacles. For in that case our countries would, 
in fact, be in an equal position. 

Sometimes, of course, they refer to the difficulties of 
verification. But there is no basis whatsoever to dramatize 
this problem, either. We both know that the USSR and the us 
possess very sophisticated national technical means making it 
possible to verify reliably the fact of the absence of nuclear 
explosions. An additional guarantee of ensuring the confidence 
of the sides that the moratorium is being observed would be 
renouncing - as the Soviet Union has done now - any nuclear 
explosions - for peaceful, as well as military pruposes. 

If, however, some doubts regarding verification remain, 
this, given agreement on the main point, is a problem which, in 
our view can be solved. One can take up, for example, the 
proposal of the Delhi "six" - Argentina, Greece, India, Mexico, 
Tanzania and Sweden - regarding the creation of verification 
mechanisms on the territories of these countries. We have 
already expressed a positive attitude to that. 

Moreover. If a mutual moratorium on nuclear explosions is 
going to be introduced now, we are prepared - and this is what 
we propose - to agree at the same time on the following: on a 
reciprocal basis to give an appropriate requests the 
opportunity to the observers of both sides to visit the 
locations of ambiguous phenomena in order to remove possible 
doubts that such phenomena can be related to nuclear explosions. 

In other words, the issue of a mutual moratorium on nuclear 
explosions is ripe and can be resolved as a practical matter. 
And if one is to speak of the political significance of such a 
joint step, then, certainly, it would give quite a definite 
signal to other nuclear powers, too, would create a 
qualitatively new situation, much more favorable for a positive 
development of the process started in Geneva, for taking 
effective practical steps to curb the nuclear arms race. 

The resumption of the trilateral negotiations on the 
general and complete prohibition of nuclear weapon tests would 
also be a tangible step in that direction. The overwhelming 
majority of states quite definitely speaks in favor of that, as 
was clearly stated in the U.N., at the recent NPT review 
conference, in other prestigious international organizations. 

I would like to reaffirm our readiness for such 
negotiations and I specifically propose that they be resumed 
next January, for example, in Geneva. I believe that, should 
you accept, we could jointly come to terms on this matter with 
the British, too. 

SE6RE=f. 

JO 



-SEGR-Ei: 
Mr. President, I found it necessary to address in this 

message a very imp_ortant, serious 4.uestion in the. spirit of.. 
frankness which permeated our meetings and conversations in 
Geneva. 

On behalf of the Soviet leadership I would like to reaffirm 
that we favor the implementation of those understandings of 
principle, which were reached between us. It is precisely in 
this vein that I address you. 

We do not see any genuinely convincing reasons, why the 
USSR and US could not make a joint step - to mutually 
discontinue nuclear explosions. A political decision is 
required in this case. And we would like to hope that such a 
decision will be taken by the US Administration. 

Sincerely, 

M. Gorbachev 

1975P 

-SE6REf 

If 
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BY-~ , NARA, DATE JR/;~~ 
YBa)l(aeMbIM roeno,n1,rn TTpes11,neHT ! _ 

B 3TOM MOeM o6pameHMM K BaM xoqy BbieKa3aTb HeK0T0pbie eoo6pa)l(eHMfl 

l1 ITpe,nno)l(eHMH B pa3Bl1TMe Harnero e BaMM o6MeHa MHeHMflMM . 

TToene )KeHeBeKoi1 BeTpel.IH y Hae MMeeTeH o6maH sa,naqa - e.nenaTb Bee 

Heo6xo,nMMOe l1 B03M0)l(H0e' qTo6bI ee pesynhTaTbI' K0T0pb!e noBeIO.ny BbI3BanM 

y,noBneTB0peHHe, 6bml1 ITO,nKpenneHbl ITpaKTMqeeKMMM .norOB0peHH0eTHMM 11 

MepaMM, Be.nyIIIMMM K ITpeKpameHMIO roHKM BOOpy)l(eHMM, yKpenneHMIO 6esoITaCHOCTM 

Bcex rocy.napCTB , os.nopoBneHMIO o6cTaHOBKM B MHpe . OT Hae, KaK pyKOBO.D:MTenei1 

,n:Byx Kpyrrttei1rnMX .n:ep)l(aB, )l(.UYT MMeHHO 3Toro . 

KoHel.IHO, OC06oe 3HaqeHMe MMeIOT COBeTCKO- aMepMKaHeKMe ITeperOBOpbl 

ITO H,n:epHblM l1 KOCMMqecKMM BOopy'.J!CeHMflM . Mb! 3a nocTM)l(eHMe Ha HMX peanb 

HOro ITporpecca, TaK )l(e KaK l1 Ha KOH<pepeHU;l1l1 B CTOKr'OJibMe, Ha ITeperoBopax 

B Bette 11 Ha .npyr11x qiopyMax . 

Ho eCTb BOITpoc, ITO KOTOpoMy MO)l(HO .no6MTbCfl KOHKpeTHbIX pesynbTaTOB 

y:>1Ce cei1"llaC' ITPMTOM BeCOMbIX l1 peanhHO OCfl3aeMbIX . 3TO - BOITpoc ITpeKpame

HMfl fl,nepHbIX MCITbITaHMM . 

CoBeTeK1111 Coros B o,nHOCTOpOHHeM ITOpH,nKe BBen c 6 aBrycTa e . r . 11, 

co6nro.n:aeT MOpaTop1111 Ha n106b1e H,n:epHbie B3pbIBbI . HeT HY)l(.IJ:bI rOBOpHTb 0 

cepbe3HOCTM 3TOro rnara . TTpHHflTb TaKoe perneHMe 6bIJ10 ,nnfl Hae .nenoM 

He ITpOCTbIM. y COBeTCKOM CTOpOHbl eCTb CBOM ITporpaMMbI' KOHKpeTHbie ITpaK

TMqecKMe IT0Tpe6HOCTI1 . TT03TOMY 6bm ycTaHOBneH cpoK .ne11CTBI1fl MOpaTopmI -

.no 1 HHBapH 1986 r. KaK MbI saHBnHn11, CCCP roTOB Bos.nep)l(I1BaTbCH OT 

ITpoBe,neHMfl fl,nepHbIX B3pbIBOB l1 nanee, HO, pasyMeeTCfl, Ha OCHOBe B3aMM

HOCTl1 . TTo.nTBep)l(,naro 3T0 BHOBh . Ho ecn11 co cTopoHbI C lllA Ha 3TOT Harn )l(eCT 

.no6poi1 BOnM IT03l1Tl1BHOr0 OTKTTMKa He ITOcne.nyeT' TO O,UHOCTOpOHHMe o6H3aTenh

CTBa CCCP ITOCne o6bHBneHHOrQ cpoKa yTpaTHT c11rry. 

XoTenOCb 6bI' qTo6bI 3TOro He ITpOM30IIIJ10. XOTfl BpeMeHM B HaIIIeM pac 

ITOpH)l(eHMM OCTaeTCfl HeMHOro, ero TeM He MeHee .nocTaTOqHo, qTo6bI aMepH

KaHCKafl CTOpOHa eme pas TIIIaTeITbHO B3Bec11rra ,naHHbIM BOnpoc, paCCMOTpena 

ero B IIIMpOKOM ITOJ1l1Tl1qecKOM ITnaHe . TTOBTOPIO MbICJ1b' KOTopyro fl BaM y)l(e 

BbICKa3bIBarr : ecnM eCTb .nettCTBMTeITbHOe HaMepeHHe BeCTM .nerro K OCTaHOBKe 

rOHKM H,nepHbIX BOopy)l(eHMM, TO B3 aMMHbIM MOpaTop1111 He MO)l(eT BbI3 bIBaTb 

B03pa)l(eHM11' a ITOflb3a OT Hero 6bma 6bI 6onbIIIafl . 

B caMOM .n:ene - KaKMe MOryT 6bITb o6beKTMBHbie ITpenHTCTBMfl K TOMY, 

qT06bI HaM BMeCTe ITpHOCTaHOBMTb MCITbITaHMfl H,nepHoro opy)l(MH? no MOeMy 

y6e)l(,n:eHMIO' TaKMX ITpeITHTCTBMM HeT . Be,nb HaIIIM CTpaHbI 3,nech HaXO,Ul1J1l1Cb 6bI' 

B CYIIIHOCTM, B paBHOM TIOJ10)1(eHMM . 

Ero f1peBocxo,n:11TeJ1hCTBY 
Pottarrh,n:y Y . Pei1ratty, 
f1pes11.n:eHTY Coe,n:11HeHHbIX lliTaToB AMep11K11 

r . Barn11HrTOH 
PRESERVATION COPY 
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l1Hor.ua' rrpaB.r:i:a' CCbIITaIOTCR H a TPY.IJ:HOCTJ1 KOHTpOJIR. Ho KaKl1X-Jil160 

ocH0BaH11iii, l.1To6b1 .upaMaTl1311pOBaTb 3TY rrpo6neMy, TO}l(e HeT. MbI o6a 

3HaeM, l.J:TO 11 CCCP, 11 CIIIA pacrronaraKfT BeCbMa coBeprneHHbIMl1 Hau;110Hanb

HbIMJ1 TeXHl1l.J:eCKl1Ml1 cpe,UCTBaM11, IT03BOJIRIOIUl1MH Ha,Ue}l(HO rrpoBepl1Tb q>aKT 

HerrpoBe.r:i:eHIDi R.r:i:epHbIX MCITb1TaH11iii. IlorronH11TenbHOiii rapaHTHeiii 06ecrrel.IeHJ1R 

yBepeHHOCTl1 CTOpOH B TOM' l.J:TO MOpaTop11iii co6nro.uaeTCR' RBJ1JICR 6bI OTKa3 -

KaK 3TO c.uenan ceJiiqac CoBeTCKt1iii Go103 - OT rrpoBe.IJ:eHt1R nro6hIX R.IJ:epHbIX 

B3pb1B0B - KaK B BOeHHbIX, TaK I1 B MI1pHbIX uenRX • 

Ecn11, 0,UHaKO, ITO BOIIpocaM ITpOBepKl1 KaK11e-To COMHeHl1R Bee }l(e 

OCTaIOTCR, TO 3TO rrpH cornaCHJ/1 B rnaBHOM, Ha Harn B3r'JIR.IJ:, pa3peIIIJIIMa.R 

rrpo6neMa. Mo}l(HO BOCITOJib30BaTbCR, HarrpHMep, rrpe.uno}l(eHHeM .uen1,1iiicKoiii 

"rnecTepKH" - ApreHTt1HbI, rpeu;1,11,1, MH.0111,1, MeKCl1KH, T aH3aHl1l1 11 lIIBeu;t111 -

OTHOCHTeJibHO C03,UaHl1R Ha TeppHTOpHRX 3Tt1X CTpaH MeXaHH3MOB rrpoBepKH. 

Mbl y}l(e Bbipa3HJit1 IT03HTl1BHOe OTHOIIIeHt1e K 3TOMY. 

CKa}l(y 6oJibIIIe. TTpt1 ycTaHOBJieHHJ/1 ceJiiqac B3al1MHOr'O MOpaTOpl1R Ha 

R.IJ:epHbie B3pb1Bbl Mbl r'OTOBbl - t1 rrpe.unaraeM - 0,UHOBpeMeHHO .IJ:Or'OBOpllITbCR 

0 cne.uyromeM: Ha B3aHMHOM OCHOBe ITO COOTBeTCTBYIOIUHM 3arrpocaM rrpe.uo

CTaBnRTb B03M0}1(HOCTJ1 Ha6nro.uaTeJIRM 06e11x CTOpOH rrocemaTb MeCTa 

HeRCHbIX RBJieHHM ' l.J:T06bI ycTpaHRTb B03M0}1(Hble COMHeHHR' l.J:TO TaKHe 

RBJieHl1R MOr'YT 6bITb CBR3aHbl C R.r:i:epHbIMl1 B3pbIBaMH. 

IlpyrHMH CJIOBaMH, Borrpoc O B3aHMHOM MOpaTopt1t1 Ha R.r:i:epHbie B3pb1Bbl 

Ha3pen t1 MO}l(eT 6bITb rrpaKTl1l.J:eCKl1 perneH. Ho a ecnH r'OBOpl1Tb O ITOJIHTl1-

qecKOM 3Hal.J:eHl1l1 TaKOr'O COBMeCTHOr'O rnara' TO' KOHel.J:HO }l(e' OH .uan 6bI 

BITOnHe orrpe.ueneHHblM CHrHan l1 .upyrHM R.IJ:epHbIM .uep}l(aBaM' C03,UaJI 6bI Kal.J:e

CTBeHHO HOBYIO CHTyau;HIO' ropa3.IJ:0 6onee 6narorrpHRTHYIO .IJ:TTR IT03t1Tl1BHOr'O 

pa3Bl1Tl1R rrpouecca, Hal.J:aToro B }KeHeBe , .IJ:TTR rrpt1HRTHR 34l4JeKTHBHbIX rrpaK

TJIIl.J:eCKl1X Mep ITO CBepTbIBaHHIO r'OHKJ1 R.IJ:epHbIX BOopy}l(eHl1M. 

PeanbHbIM rnarOM B TOM }l(e HarrpaBJieHJIIJII HeCOMHeHHO RBHTTOCb 6bI 11 

B0306HOBJieHl1e TpexCTOpOHHHX rreperoBopoB O ITOJIHOM J/1 BCeo6ru:eM 3arrpe 

meHJIIl1 t1crrb1TaH11iii R.IJ:epHoro opy}l(HR. B ITOJib3Y 3Toro co Bceiii oITpe.ueneH

HOCTbIO BbICKa3bIBaeTCR ITO,UaBJIRIOIUee 6oJibIIIl1HCTBO rocy.uapCTB' 0 l.J:eM 

6b1.i10 RCHO 3aRBJieHo B OOH, Ha He.r:i:aBHeiii KoHq>epeHu;11t1 ITO paccMOTpeHHIO 

.ueiiiCTBHR IloroBopa O HepacrrpocTpaHeHHH R.IJ:epHOr'O opy}l(Hfl, B .upyrHX aBTO

pt1TeTHblX Me)K.IJ:yHapo.r:i:HbIX opraHM3aLI;HRX. 

Xoqy ITO.IJ:TBep.r:i:t1Tb Harny rOTOBHOCTb K TaKMM ITeperoBopaM 11 KOHKpeTHO 

rrpe.unararo B0306HOBl1Tb 11x B RHB ape cne.uyromero ro.ua, Harrp11Mep, B }KeHeBe. 

TTonaraIO, l.J:TO B cnyqae Barnero cornact1R Mbl MOr'JIJ.1 6hI COBMeCTHO .IJ:Or'OBO

pt1TbCR Ha 3TOT Cl.J:eT l1 C aHr'JIJIIl.J:aHaMM . 

rocITO.IJ:MH TTpe3l1,UeHT' fl Cl.J:eJI Heo6XO.IJ:J.1MbIM BbICKa3aTbCR B 3TOM rrocna

Hl1H ITO Ol.J:eHb Ba}l(HOMY, cepbe3HOMY BOITpocy B .uyxe TOM OTKpOBeHHOCTJ/1, 

KOTopoiii 6:6"1n11 rrpOHl1KHYTbl HaIIIJ.1 BCTpeq11 J/1 6ece,Ubl B }KeHeBe . 



3. 

OT mru:a coBeTcKoro pyKoB0.UCTBa xo-qy rro.uTBep.uttTb, "l!T0 MbI 3a 

peantt3aumo TeX rrpttHUJ.iITJ.ianbHbIX IlOHJ.iMaHJ.iM' K0T0pbie 6bml1 ,U0CTJ.irHyTbl 

Me)l{.uy HaMH. l1MeHHO B 3T0M rrnaHe fl J,i o6pamaIOCb K BaM. 

Mbl He BJ.i,UJ.iM HJ.iKaKJ.iX rro-HaCT0HIUeMy y6e,Ul1T8DbHbIX rrpttlIJ.iH, Il0"lleMy 

CCCP tt CIIIA He Morntt 6b1 c.uenaTb coBMeCTHbIM mar - B3attMH0 rrpeKpaTttTb 

H.UepHbie B3pbIBbI. 3.uecb Tpe6yeTCfl Il0DJ.iTJ.i"lleCKoe perneHHe. l1 X0Ten0Cb 6b1 

Ha.ueHTbCH, "l!T0 TaKoe perneHtte 6y.ueT rrpttHHT0 a,UMHHHCTpauttei1 C IIIA. 

C YBa)l{eHtteM 

J. 
~EA'IEB 

5 .ueKa6pH 1985 roua 
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SYSTEM II PROFILE ~F SEC~ET/SENSITIVE ID 85 91245 

TO PRESIDENT 

RECEIVED 06 DEC 85 11 

FROM GORBACHEV, MIKHAIL S DOCDATE 05 DEC 85 

KEYWORDS: USSR 

HS 

PLATT, N 

KAMPELMAN, M 

NUCLEAR TESTING 

SUBJECT: GORBACHEV PROPOSAL RE NUCLEAR TESTING 

ACTION: PREPARE MEMO FOR MCFARLANE DUE: STATUS S 

FOR ACTION 

LINHARD 

FOR CONCURRENCE 

MATLOCK 

COMMENTS 

REF# 8535969 LOG 8591252 NSCIFID 

05 DEC 85 

19 DEC 85 

FILES SII 

FOR INFO 

KRAEMER 

COBB 

( E I 

ACTION OFFICER (S) ASSIGNED ACTION REQUIRED DUE COPIES TO 

u-&.J- £_ n/2o ,,._J ~ ~-~ 

DISPATCH W/ATTCH FILE ( C) 


