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MEMORANDUM FOR COLIN L. POWELL
THE WHITE HOUSE

Subject: Gorbachev Letter to the President on Krasnoyarsk

Attached is the original Russian text of General Secretary
Gorbachev's letter to the President on Krasnoyarsk, which
Ambassador Dubinin gave the Secretary on September 15. Also
attached is State's translation of the letter (the Secretary
sent the President a copy of the Soviet Embassy's unofficial
translation under cover of his September 16 memo).
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Melvyn Levitsky

Executive Secretary

Attachments:
as stated
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Adymarn, By corsacmreck cO MHOR B Tom; YT0 OHIC OH
HEeIIPOCTNTENbHO, €CNA OH Halll B32AMHHE NIPEeTeH3UM OTHO-
caTenbHo Hapywe:m# Jorosopa mo IIPO mpmBesm K NOXPHBY BCEro,
49TO YHaJIOCE CHIesJaTh IJIA BHIIPABNOHHA COBETCKO-aMmepHKaHCKHX
OTHOWeHA! Onaromaps yCWIRAM OCeHX CTOPOH. PyKOBOINCTBYACH
LeJB0 He IONYCTHTH 3TOrO, MH B IIOpAANKe IOCpOR BOJMK He
TOJBKO IIPMOCTAHOBRIM crpoﬁTenLCTBo KpacHospcko#t PJAC, HO n
BHDa3¥A I'OTOBHOCTE IEMOHTHDOBaThH €€ 00ODyLCBaHHe, €CJH
OyneT DOCTHTHyTe MEXIYy Hall¥MB CTpPaHaME IOI'OBODEHHOCTH O
co6amnennn Jorosopa nmo [IPO B ToM BHIE, KaK OH OWI HOIIACAH
B 1972 roxy. Tarkoe pemeHmne CIyREJIO OH pean$aHM IO TBEepRIe~
HAeM IDABEPREHHOCTR cTOpoH Joromopy mo iIPO - npuBepreH-
HocT#, O KoTopo#t Bu, rocnommiH IIpe3uImeHT, HEONMHOKPATHO
TOBOPDUJIN M IIMCATA MHE.

OnHOBpeMeHHO He MOT'y He NION4YepKHYThH, 4YTO ¥y HAC BH3HBAST
pacTyuiee GeCIOKOI'CTBO IOJOKEHMe, BO3HUKIEE B CBA3M CO
CTpPOMTENIbCTBOM ameprkaHcknx PJIC B Tyne u QalmmHrneins.
Hagammasa padory PIC B TyJne, IO OUGHKAM HAINUX CHELAIUCTOB,
nperncTasiasgeT codoff ABHoe Hapyuerue Joromopa no [IPO, Bamm
COeiMaJnCcTH OTPUIAKLT 3TO0. HO, KAk M3BECTHO, aMepiKaHCKad
IoCJOBYIlAa DJIAcCHT: "YBALNETH 3HAYWAT IpOoBEepUTh". [loaToMy MH
HameeMcsi Ha Bame corJacpre ¢ TeM, YTOOH OHJIO OPI'aHM30BaHO
nocemenne 3Toit PIC coBETCKEMM CIeLMaACTaMA,

Yro xe KacaeTcH KpacHospcko#t PIC, To xod9y BHPODMUDOBATH

Bac o0 Hamem pemeHAM, KOTOPOe pa3 B HABCEIr'ZAa NIOJORAT KOHeL



L

BCAKAM CHEKYJALMAM O e8 xapakTepe, a MMEHHO: MH T'OTOBH
co3naTh Ha da3e 3To#t PIC UeHTp MeXIYyHapONHOT'O COTpPYIHHM-
YeCTBA B MHTEpecax ACIOJb30BZHUA XKOCMHMYECKOI'O ITPOCTPAHCTBA
B MHUDHHX UeJAX. LIeHTp MOI' OW OHTb BKJKYEH B CACTeMy Bce-
MUPHOY XOCMMUECKOR OpraHu3aimy, KOTODPYKW MH IPeIORWIR
co3marb, 4YTOOH O0GECHeYAThL BCEM I'0CynapcTBaM BO3MOXHOCTH
yyacTnd B MUDHOM MCCJISNOBAHEN X RCIOJB30BAHAM KOCMOCA.

My roToBH 00CcynuTs ¢ npercraBaTesaMui CoelmHeHHHX
liTaToB, Kak W IDYyTHX 3aMHTEpeCOBAHHHWX CTP&H, KOHKDeTHHE
Mepx, KOTODPHE MO3BOJAT npeodpaszosaThs KpacHosapckyw PIC B
LIGHTD MEeXIYHapOIHOTO COTPYILHRIECTBA B anﬁoﬁ xocMmyecKodt
IeATeIbHOCTH, XOWy 4Yepe3 Bac mepenaTh aMepPUKaHCKUM YUEHHM
npyriaailedue NOCeTHTh KpacHospckyw PIC mins olcyxaeHnA
CBA3AHHHX C 3THM BOIIPOCOB.

XoTesoCch OH B 3aKjNYeHMe BHPA3XUTh HALEXTy, UTO 3 CBOUX
IpaxTA4YEeCKUX TedCTBUAX Bama aIMUHUCTpalUda, IOCIOIMH
[lpe3zneHT, OyZeT PYKOBCIACTBOBATBHCA CTPEMIEHAEM COXDPaHUTH
Jorosop no PO Kax BaxHH# MHCTPYMEHT NOLNEpRAHAA CTparTeri-
JeCKO? CTAGHIBHOCTE B YCIOBUAX, KOTIOa Haly CTPaHH -
Honaran, IOTOBOPEHHOCT:> 00 3TOM He 3a ropaMu - SyIyT
ocyecTriIaATh SU-IpOLEHTHOe COKpaueHWe CTpaTerHdecKUx
HacTylaTelbHHX BOODPyRSHUK. B 2TOM KOHTEKCTe MH OyIeM ORiAIaTh
C aMepMKaHCKO# CTOPOHH TaKXe IPAKTHYSCKUX WaroB, KOTODHE
CHANN OH Hailly 03a60YeHHOCTH OTHOCHTEJBHO amepuxaHckux PIC

B I'penyiaHaun M BeJHMKOOPDUTaHUH.

C yBaxeHRneM,
M. T'OPBAYEB

I3 cenraopa 1988 rona



DEPARTMENT OF STATE
DIVISION OF LANGUAGE SERVICES

{TRANSLATION)

127092
AO
Russian

LS NO.

Dear Mr. President,

I have read your letter of August 12 very carefully.

I would like, in the frank and constructive spirit that
characterizes our dialogue, to share with you my thoughts
regarding the question of ABM Treaty compliance raised in
your letter.

I'nis guestion has been repeatedly discussed both by
ourselves and by our experts, most recently during the latest
consultations to review the ABM Treaty. In the course of the
negotiations the sides have stated their concerns regarding
compliance with the treaty. Regrettably, thus far the US
representatives have failed to provide persuasive answers to
the questions we raised, while the Soviet side has clarified in
great detail the situation surrounding the radar which was
under construction in the Krasnoyarsk area, having reiterated
that it is not a missile attack warning radar. In light of our

answers tne complaints expressed again and again by the US side

His Excellency
Ronald wW. Reagan
President of the United States of America
Washington, D.C.
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cause perplexity and suggest that, perhaps, there are some
other, more far-reaching calculations behind thenmn.

I think you will agree with me that it would be
impardonable if our mutual complaints about the violations of
the ABM Treaty were to undermine all that we, thanks to the
efforts of both sides, have succeeded in accomplishing to
improve US-Soviet relations. With the aim of not allowing this
to occur we have, as a gesture of good will, not only
discontinued the construction of the Krasnoyarsk radar, but
have also expressed willingness to dismantle its equipment, if
our countries reach agreement to observe the ABM Treaty as
signed in 1972. Such a solution would represent a true
confirmation of the commitment of the sides to the ABM Treaty,
a commitment about which you, Mr. President, have repeatedly
spoken and written to me.

At the same time I cannot fail to emphazise that we are
increasingly concerned over the situation that has arisen in
connection with the construction of US radars in Thule and
Fylingdales Moor. In the assessment of our experts, the now
operational Thule radar is a clear violation of the ABM
" Treaty. Your specialists deny that. But, as you know, an
Al rican proverb says: "Seeing is believing”. So we are hoping
that you will agree to a visit of this radar by Soviet

specialists.



As for the Krasnoyarsk radar, I wish to inform you of our
decision which will once and for all put an end to all
speculations about its nature, to wit: we are ready to
establish on the base of this radar a center for international
cooperation in the interest of the peaceful use of outer
space. This center could be incorporated into the system of a
World Space Organization which we proposed, so as to make it
possible for all states to participate in the peaceful
exploration and use of outer space.

We are prepared to discuss with United States' representa-

tives, as well as witn other interested countries, the concrete

measures that would make it possible to transform the
Krasnoyarsk radar into a Center for International Cooperation
in Peaceful Space Activities. I would like, through your
intermediary, to invite American scientists to visit the
Krasnoyarsk radar in order to discuss the gquestions connected
therewith.

In conclusion, I wish to express my hope that your
administration, Mr. President, will be guided in its practical
actions by the desire to preserve the ABM Treaty as an
important instrument for maintaining strategic stability in
conditions where our two countries -- I believe the agreement
on that is not far away -- will be implementing the 50 percent

reduction in their strategic offensive arms. In this context,
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we will expect the US side also to take practical steps which
would remove our concern over the US radars in Greenland and

Great Britain.
Respectfully,

M. GORBACHEV

September 13, 1988
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September 16, 1988

~SEERBT/SENSITIVE

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
FROM: George P. Shultz /((/})S

SUBJECT: Gorbachev Letter on Krasnoyarsk

Soviet Ambassador Dubinin called on me today. He delivered
a Gorbachev letter responding to your August 12 messagde on

Krasnoyarsk (an unofficial translation is attached). Gorbachev:

—— writes that we should not let "mutual" complaints about
ABM Treaty compliance undermine what we have achieved;

-—- recalls the Soviet offer to dismantle the "equipment"
at Krasnoyarsk if we agree to observe the ABM Treaty as
signed in 1972;

—— repeats alleged Soviet concerns about U.S. radars at
Thule and Fylingdales Moor (although without linking
these directly to Krasnoyarsk) and the Soviet request
to visit the Thule radar; and

-— offers to discuss measures to convert Krasnoyarsk into
an international space research center, and invites
U.S. scientists to travel there to explore this.

There is no suggestion of any physical changes to the radar
facility in the process of its proposed conversion to a "center
for international cooperation in peaceful space activities." I
put the question directly to Dubinin; he could not answer.

The Soviets appear to be seeking a fig leaf to resolve the
Krasnoyarsk issue. At first glance, this seems little more
than a variation of the "joint manning" idea informally floated
to General Burns during the ABM Treaty review. If so, our

I & SECRET/SENSITIVE
DECL: OADR
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response can only be negative: 1t neither corrects the
violation nor lengthens the lead-time for ABM breakout that the
Soviets have gained through construction of Krasnoyarsk to
date. In fact, conversion of the radar to a '"research center"
would presumably entail our agreement to completion and
activation of the radar.

Whether Gorbachev's letter represents the final Soviet word
or an opening gambit setting the stage for Shevardnadze to
offer something more substantial next week remains to be seen.
I intend to press Shevardnadze hard on meeting our concern over
Krasnoyarsk, and tell him that this idea does not suffice.

Attachment:
as stated

SESRET/SENSITIVE
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Someone might object that 1n the past, say in the 1970s or
1970s, Soviet-US relations also had their upturns. 1 would
think, however, that the current stage in our interaction is
distinguished by several significant features. The four summit
meetings over the past three years have laid good groundwork
for our dialogue and raised it to a qualitatively new level.
And, as we know, from high ground it is easier to see the path
we have covered, the problems of the day, and the prospects
that emerge.

A unique arrangement for practical interaction has been
established, which is supported by fundamental political
affirmations and, at the same time, filled with tangible content.
This has been facilitated by the principal approach on which we
agreed already in Geneva, 1.e. realism, a clear awareness of
the essence of our differences, and a focus on active search for
possible areas where our national interests may coincide. Thus,
we gave ourselves a serious intellectual challenge -~ to view our
differences and diversity not as a reason for permanent
confrontation but as a motivation for intensive dialogue,
mutual appreciation and enrichment.

Overall, we have been able to achieve fairly good results,
to start a transition from confrontation to a policy of
accomodation. And this is, probably, not just a result of a frank
and constructive personal relationship, although, obviously,
personal rapport is not the least important thing in politics.
Paraphrasing a favourite phrase of yours, I would say that
talking to each other people learn more about each other.

And yet, the main thing that made our common new policy
a success is, above all, the fact that it reflects a gradually
emerging balance of national interests, which we have been able
in some measure to implement. We feel, in particular, that it
is favorable to the development of new approaches, of new
political thinking, first of all in our two countries -~ but
also elsewhere. The experience of even the past few months
indicates that an increasing number of third countries are
beginning to readjust to our positive interaction, associating
with it their interests and policies.

Ironically as it may sound, it is our view that the
strength of what we have been able to accomplish owes quite a lot
to how hard it was to do.

It is probably not by a mere chance that the jointly devised
general course in the development of Soviet-US relations is now
enjoying broad-based support in our two countries. So far as we
know, both of your possible successors support, among other
things, the key objective of concluding a treaty on 50 percent
cutbacks in Soviet and US strategic arsenals. In the Soviet
leadership, too, there is a consensus on this.



Ana yet it nas not becen possible tn bring tne Geneva
negotiations to fruition, a fact about which I feel some
unhappiness. It is our impression that we have to tango alone,
as 1f our partner has taken a break.

In another letter to you, I have already addressed the
matter which you raised in your letter of August 12 regarding
compliance with the ABM Treaty. I think you would agree with me
that it would be unforgivable if our mutual complaints of
violations of the ABM Treaty resulted in undermining what we
have been able to accomplish to rectify Soviet-US relations
through the efforts of both sides.

I would like Eduard Shevardnadze's visit to the United
States and his talks with you and Secretary Shultz to result
in reviving truly Jjoint efforts to achieve deep cuts in strategic
offensive arms. Our Minister has the authority to seek rapid
progress on the basis of reciprocity in this exceptionally
important ares.

Today, the process of nuclear disarmament is objectively
interrelated with the issues of deep reductions, and the
elimination of asymmetries and imbalances, in conventional
arms and complete prohibition of chemical weapons. In these
areas too, there is a good chance of making headway toward
agreements.

I am confident, lMr.President, that you and I can make a
further contribution to the emerging process of settlement
of regional conflicts, particularly to a consistent and honest
compliance with the first accords that have already been
concluded there.

In Moscow we also reinforced the foundation for a dynamic
development of our bilateral relations and helped to open up
new channels for communication between Soviet and American
people, including young people and artists. All these good
endeavours should be given practical effect, and we stand ready
to do so. I am aware of your deep personal interest in questions
of human rights. For me too, it is a priority issue. We seem
to have agreed that these problems require an in-depth
consideration and a clear understanding of the true situation
in both the United States and the Soviet Union. Traffic along
this two-way ctreet has begun and I hope that it will be intense.

Our relationship is a dynamic stream and you and I are
working together to widen it. The stream cannot be slowed down,
it can only be blocked or diverted. But that would not be in

our intercst.

U0 e, bf Se s Al oDt poLsibic sat il g
CULY S WOIaIn o enc b Titoang, o dynaaic Sln.cpue thal we will
put into cffect whgc we nave ipade possible, and will make possible

tomorrow what is yet impossible today.
Sincerely,

Mikhnril GORBACHEV



YpakaoMmil CoCoOtAR lpesunedr,

Honpaywect noes3aroil B BauMHITOH MHUCTPA WMOCTDAHMBX 18R
Je holi@BAPTHANSE, YTOOH APONOMKMTL Hall 1OBEPUTENTLHLR Pa3roBOp.

B xore omofl u3 decen B HOCKBE NPO3BYUANA MECTEL O TOM,
yTo, MOEST GuThL, HAM TOBONETCH BCTYCTUTLCR B OTOM [ONY oué pas -
TR ONIMCSHMA TOF0BINA 0 PATKKANLHOM COXPALEHHM CTDATCIAYSCKUX
 HACTYTIAT@ALHEX BOOpYXEeHHAR B yConoBusx on(roneHMs Loroeopa no [iPJ.
K coxaneHumo, 274 Hama OCUAR LEIL NTONBAMYIACL BO BpEMeHu, XOoTH,
A (IPOROIRAD BEDUTL, OHA OCTASTCA MOCTIRMMOR NYCTL 18Kk 3a nNpe-
TeaMU HRReIHErs [ona.

B M3aBECTHOR Mepe yTemaeT NOHUMAHKE TOr0, uro nefereyet
TOrIBOPBRHHOCTD CRETATHL MAKCHMYM BOIMORHODN B NCTAGUMECA MECALH
Bagero Npe3uReHTCTEa NIa ofecneveHds NpPeeMeTBEHHOCTA, M[OCAe0Ba-~
TEIbHOCTH M3OPEHHOID HAMM NPHHIMIMAABHONG Kypca. lomutes, Su
ckalans, yro cIenaetre Bed AR COXPAHAHHA KOHCTDYKTABHOCO nyXa
Hamero nUanora, M g OTECTWI, YTO B 3TOM HAUM HAVEPSHUA [MOTHOCTLO
COBNANANT. JTO ACHCTBUTEALM? TAK K B ITOM UCTOWHMK GONbUMX HATERT
AR HAMX OBYX HApOTOB.

I0CRe 1Ieperopopds Ha BHCWEM YPOoBHE B HOCKBE NPHmaY YeThpe
MOCHLA ~ CPOK KODOTHINA, eCRM yuSeTh Te IMHA UYHLC rAYySUHHRE Npo-
LCCCM, KOTOUWE DPA3BCHHYTUCL B "OSNYHADINHOM RU3HA, 3aN0AKM0T
xateHsaps aomsrgucesoft xaams CCCEY g CUAL 1 BeR me HeMano crenann

A PCANAIAIMA COBVECTHY COMMACOBa0l 11aThop nanbHefners

Ero [lpesocxogsTenscTay

;r’OH&HbW J .l:;'z:u'.x ALy
HpesdnerTy CoenuHiiHpX iTarton  MOpniat



NOATYIATRRLHOIO VAZBATYH CORSTORI—~ISHUAHTGLT OTOUMAR, V-
TOREH fIeL3L2 B ACTODUA ARSIATHC pavoTH, YyTAANSOTEY M CTAHO-
BATCST OPUBHYHEM 7eI0M GeCipaueteHNTHd B3awMil KOHTROIL 32 Ha-
YRARIMPACA MPOLICCCOM RTEpHNrD pasopymermg. b pane pafioHor wvupa
HAUAJICA MUOLECC HMIKTHUSCHOND YroryTupoBaHua KHnMieToB i Ha-
IAOHANLHOD NRWMA0eIR, OS0IMargeTes 1 YNNI BeYCCKOe K3MEDeHMO
HATMX BEIQIMDOTHOWRHAR, KOTOEOMY Mi "NOBIPUAMCHL YNONATL [108L-
DEFHIHOO BHUMAHAEG. [pOCTRIO CHIBETCKAR T0OMA NPOKOIMEEDT OCTUIATH
18 cefa Avepivy, ROpAcOKas en 1moxOTIM M4apa, a cefiuac, korna
O uATAeTe ITO MHCHMO, NPOXONIAT OoUDONHas BeTpeda COBCTCKOR H

. AuePAKREHCKDR ofmecTemmocTy B T6unucu.

1M MOTYT BO3PA3dTh, WTO W paHoiie, CHARGM, B “L-C Uad 7l-e
Oy, OTVEYANUCH A005m B oTHATICMMAX Mexny Copetesum (ow3ou u
CoanmiAnupnt LTatavi AMEDAKU, HO, YMEETCA, MUHEIMHE 3Tan Hamero
B3QMVONEACTEAR OTIMUACTEA DATOM SymecTeewHiX ocnfenmnerell. YeTh-
pe peTpaur Ha BCIHIEM YDOBHO 38 [I0CHCTIHAe TRA 1r'ona (0IBeIn nogq
Hal THANNT Xopouyw 6aly, NOTHATH G0 HA KAueCTBeHMOD HOBYD DBHCOTY.
A ¢ BHCOTH, KAX K3IBOCTHS, BATHEs U MOArsH ayTe, 4@ IpOTxeMu
NEPSIIBACMOND MOMCHTA, ¥ OTHIRBAGLMECH HEpCIeKTABH.

CROAKMACH YHAKANLHLA MOXBHMA3Y [TDAKTIYECKODD R3a/MOeRCTRIY,
ONKPATINEHHEIR RKILA TUBNLHENSS (JOTUTIRIOCIAMA KOHCTaTa A ¢
OMHNBDOMSHND HAMDIHMERIT NCASAS AN CONRMANAC. JToMy cloecC-
CTROBAN CAABHLIA 10TANT, O KOTODOM i YCIORATAC: 24> B CHEB?, -
peanusM, ACHOC IIHEMANKG CyTil pasHIrIanuil, Yo Ha axTtiBihe
IORCKU BOSMOKILN 357A0CTeR COBIATOIAT HAHATLIRK GHTEHRCOR.
Tav oSpazoM, cad ceCe v EPOeurs Cepedsiuil WHTeARCKTYR/IbHLA
BHADB! [ACCVMATPABATE HAUG PASIMIMC it MEION0pA3Ne e Fax OCHOBA-
HAS O7R HCPMANCIITHON KORDODHTA 4, & Kak 0YNMTLRoHuUA MeTaB ¥

HHTCHOUBIDVY ARy, BRAAIDNTY JIGSHGHAC U GO LI,



O openoM, HaM y1anocs MOGATECA HEeIOXWYX Pe3yiILTaTOn, HAYATH
fIePEX0N, OT MAEOTUBOGIDCTES K BCTLOWHON oa4TUKRE,. 1 e1d 3necs,
HAaBEHOG, HO TONLNY B OTKPOBGHHWX U KOHOTLYKTHBHEX MMYHLX OTHO-
eMUAX, XOTH, PA3YMEeTCH, NMWHL YOHTAXT B NOIUTUNC - HC I0CHen-
HAA Belb. ilepalpasupyn Lame mofuMIC BEDAREHHE, MOAKHO CKA38Th,
uTo, 00WARACH TPYr C TpyroM, COnBue yaHaTmL noyr O Apyro.

. BCé-TAKK rrasHas pirEmEa yoiiexa Harefl ¢ Bavt wonofd noau-
TUKM B TOM, YTO OHA OTHAKAET (IOCTSNeHHD BhL3pesawngMit JaraMe Ha-
UUCHANLHEX MHTODOCHB, KOTOONA ML CYMONM B KAKOA-TO Mepe peatt-
30BATb. U YACTHOCTH, M2 HAN B3MIAY, OHA GAACONPAATCTBYET (oAt~
POBAHAG HOBEX NMOTXOOB, HOBOMO MOIATHYSCKOrO MMUACHMA, (IPCXTEe
BCOTO B HAIMX NBYX cTpaHax. Ho He Toawko. Juge Onwr cavmiX fo0-
CA@THAX MOCANER (IDXAIWBACT, UTO BCC (OILMAS WMCAO TPTHUX CTHEH
HAYKHAOT [ICREOPUCHTADDRATHLCY HA HAUEe [IC3UTUBHOE B3awnneficrauae,
CBASKHBATL C HUM CBOU MIITEPECH U IOTATURY.

NomeT OuTh, 3TO POIRYYMT WaK IaDANIKe, HO, KaK HaM KaxeT-
Cfl, [POUYHOCTL YR TOCTATHYTOMO HE R [INCALTHOO OYepenh CRA3AHA C
TeM, KAK HEIErKD OHO NOCTUraNOCL.

bunumo, He cayualiMo COBMECTHC BWpPASOTAHHIe OGS HAIpaBle-
HAE DA3BATUAR COBATCKO-SMEDUKEHCKUX OTHOUCHUA cefuac [0aL3yeres
WAPOXOR MONERKOR B HaNX CTpadax. HatKoALKD Hav H3B2CTHY, 003
Do BOSMOMHLK TIPEC S EIra NIOIReHFMBICT, B YACTHOCTH, KIDUCDBYW
Jjatayy 38KMOUOHAS nOrNEdpa 0 {U-IPOISHTHOM CONDRUeHMA CTpaTerd-
yeckux apceHanos CCCE u Cufl, heTe woucercyce 10 3ToMy BONNOCY U
D COB@TCKNM DYROBOINCTHE.

4 Bed Ke He YyRanoch aponBaRyTh MSDSrOEOPH B {CHECBE K KOHEY=-

HOMY P23yabTarTy. I1yT 8§ ACMETRRAN SHP2ICNTSHMYD HCYTIRIOTBOPEHHOCTL.



LHALTHRBASTCS pleuarIcHiat, umTo TAuD B FIDUX0TATCH TaHUCBATL B
NUHOYKY. lialg DARTHED waxk Gn B3sT 1ayay.

2 OTIEALHOM OSIGHAM K DAM § 5@ NCTAHABIMBANCA Ha BONpo-
ce, 3aTPOHYTOM lDami B nUcuMme oT [0 asrycra, 0 cCOToneHu L0ro-
Bopa mo D, ly#an, Lw corsacarech €0 MHofl B TOM, uTC OWID O
HEMPOCTUTONLHD, @CId Ob HaNM BIRMAMNG NPETSHIKE OTHOCHTEALHD
HADYmeHMl Joropopa no [P0 npuBesM ¥ nonqpupy TOrO, YT ynanoch
CRQRATL N8 BWIPARBICHUAR COBCTCKO-QMCPUKAMCKIN OTHOIICHAR Graro-
nays yeuauaM ofeax CTOpOH. -

Xororoch S, uUTOOM BHU3IUT . .iepapnHanse B i 4 ero nepe-
roRopy ¢ DBaMd A COCHOTWHOM LiyThiieM apuBead X BO3DPORISHMO ITeficTsy
TENeHD COBMECTHEX YCHIMA B JIGNC TOCTAXKEHHA CAYJTOKMX COHpAUeHGAR
OTPATErAYRCKUX HACTYIIATENbHWX BoOyYACHUR. ¥ Hagero MMHKCTPa ecTt
MEHNAT 700ABAT:CA GNCTPOTO MRIDKCHMA Ha HTOM 4PXUBAXHOM Hanpasne-
Hili{ 1 OCHOBE B32UWHOICTU.

CeronHy npouece ANSPHOID pasopyXCHAA OTLEKTABHO B3AXMOCBHA-
3aH € BOHpOcAaMt IVIyGOKKX cOXpameritil 4 auxpAtauAC acoumveTpuft K
nUcanaHcoB B OG1ACT OCEHIX BOODYWENAR, FOAHOD 3anpereHus
XDMMUCCKOTO 0PV, . M2OTCA COTUNHLE LIBHCH FIPOTBAHYTHCA K 30CCH
K qoronopéHHOCTnu.k

YBCPEeH, 4TO v € Davd, COCHONUH PO3UISHT, MOXSM BHECTH
NOHNONHATCILHEA B¥TA7T B HAYARNCC:A YOy UDOBAHUC PRUHOHATLHLX
KOWHIIUKTOB, M B YACTHOCTH, S (IOCNCTOBATEILHIE U YSCTHOEe COGIN-
TCHAC YK TOCTHLHYTHX 30ech MCNBHX COMnaneniil.

B3 NOCKBE M YROCTATA JYHMIRISHT U IR TUAMAMAGHOTD DA3BATHA
ABYCTODOMHAX OTHONCHUR, [OMODIM OTHEHTL HOBWE KAHAMK IR O0WSHAs
MEKTY CORSTCKAMM M QMEPUKAHCIM TOULMA, OynL T MONONSH: WM

TROPUECKAA HHTARIACSHUMA. HAT ane DTa mofpne HaudHayiag BOIIOLL]



B 18, U VB ¥ OTOMY IOTODH. SHAO L&l IMWyf UAyGoxdid MyTepse ¥
BONPOCAM NIPAB URIOBCKA. @ MIA MOHA OTO - (IUUOPKTETHLI BONpoC,
fip, KaseTed, NPMIT ¥ COTAACHO, UTQ € ITAMA IpOGIemMaMu HYKHO
pa3’ofparhea rayGowo, COCTABUTL ACHOS NPERCTABASHMe O NeiiCTBU~
TeaLHoM norackentd vax B CibA, tar u B CCCH. llsmmmendc no 3TOR ABy-
CTOPOHHOR ¥iuMLEe HAURINCL ¥ OYReT, HATSCh, CORUBNGHHLM,

Hamm OTHOWCHAR - TAHAMAUYHNI ROTOK, M My C BaMd pasoraem
HaN DaCIMpPOHUMSM 00 PYCTa. SaMeniuTt MOTOR HeNLIK — ero MORHO
TONLKO NCPErOPOTUTL ATK CMOHUTL SMy HalpasBresuc. A 9T0 HO OTBe-
garo On Halunfa KHTopecaM,

HoHeuno, ONMTUKA — DTO UCKYCCTED BOSMOKHOIO, MO TOALKO
£aCHTOR, NAIAVAYHEM SUAROTOM ME D2UAUIYeM TO, YTO Clenand Bo3-
MORHMBERA, & (I0K8 HEBRI3IMOXHMOE CErOfTHA CReARSM BO3MOXHLM 3aBTPA.

(. ypakeHuaMm

s.l'opBausn
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September 20 , 1988

Dear Mr. President,

I take advantage of the visit by Minister of Foreign
Affairs Eduard A.Shevardnadze to Washington in order to
continue our private discussion.

In one of our conversations in Moscow it was suggested
that we might have a chance to meet once again this year to sign
a treaty on drastic reductions in strategic offensive arms in
the context of compliance with the ABNM Treaty. Regrettably,
this goal that both of us share has been set back in time,
although I continue to think that it can still be attained,
even if beyond this year.

I take some consolation in the awareness that still in
effect is our agreement to do the utmost in the remaining months
of your presidency to ensure the continuity and consistency
of the fundamental course that we have chosen. As I recall, you
said you would do your best to preserve the constructive
spirit of our dialogue, and I replied that in that respect our
intentions were quite identical. And so they are indeed,
which is a source of great hope for our two peoples.

Four monthS have gone by since the summit talks in Moscow-—-
a short period of time given the dynamic and profound
developments in international affairs and those that fill the
political calendar in the Soviet Union and the United States.
5till, a great deal has been accomplished in putting into effect
the jointly agreed platform for the further advancement of
Soviet-US relations. For the first time in history, nuclear
missiles have been destroyed, and unprecedented mutual
verification of the Just begun process of nuclear disarmament
is becoming an established and routine practice. In several
regions of the world, a process of political settlement of
conflicts and national recomnciliation has got under way. The
human dimension of our relations, to which we have agreed
to give special attention, is becoming richer. Ordinary Sovi
people continue to discover America for themselves, marching
across it on a peace walk, and right now, as you are reading
this letter, another pudblic meeting between Soviet and US
citizens is being held in Tbilisi.

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

- 4 A /1) Jan
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8omeone might object that in the past, say in the 19%0s or
1970s, Soviet-US relations also had their upturns. I would
think, however, that the current stage in our interaction is
distinguished by several significant features. The four summit
meetings over the past three years have laid good groundwork
for our dialogue and raised it to a qualitatively new level.
And, as we know, from high ground it is easier to see the path
we have covered, the problems of the day, and the prospects
that emerge.

A unique arrangement for practical interaction has been
established, which. is supported by fundamental political
affirmations and, at the same time, filled with tangible content
This has been facilitated by the principal spproach on which we
agreed already in Geneva, i.e., realism, a clear awareness of
the essence of our differences, and a focus on active search for
possible areas where our national interests may coincide. Thus,
we gave ourselves a serious intellectual challenge —— to view our
differences and diversity not as a reason for permanent
confrontation but as a motivation for intemnsive dialogue,
mutual appreciation and enrichment.

Overall, we have been able to achieve fairly good result:
to start a transition from confrontation to a policy of
accomodation. And this is, probably, not just a result of a frank
and constructive personal relationship, although, obviously,
personal rapport is not the least important thing in politics.
Paraphrasing & favourite phrase of yours, I would say that
talking to each other people learn more about each other.

And yet, the main thing that made our common new policy
a success is, above all, the fact that it reflects a gradually
emerging balance of national interests, which we have been able
in some measure to implement. We feel, in particular, that it
is favorable to the development of new approaches, of new
political thinking, first of all in our two countries -- but
also elsewhere. The experience of even the past few months
indicates that an increasing number of third countries are
beginning to readjust to our positive interaction, associating
with it their interests and policies.

Ironically as it may sound, it is our view that the
strength of what we have been able to accomplish owes quite a 1
to how hard it was to do.

It is probably not by a mere chance that the jointly devis
general course in the development of Soviet-US relations is now
enjoying broad-based support in our two countries. So far as we
know, both of your possible successors support, among other
things, the key objective of concluding a treaty on 50 percent
cutbacks in Soviet and US strategic arsenals. In the Soviet
leadership, too, there is a consensus on this.
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And yet it has not been possidble to dbring the Geneva
negotiations to fruition, & fact about which I feel some
unhappiness. It is our impression that we have to tango alone,
as if our partner has taken & break.

In another letter to you, I have already addressed the
matter which you raised in your letter of August 12 regarding
compliance with the ABM Treaty. I think you would sgree with me
that it would be unforgivable if our mutual complaints of
violations of the ABM Treaty resulted in undermining what we
have been able to accomplish to rectify Soviet-US relations
through the efforts of both sides.

I would like Eduard Shevardnadze's visit to the United
States and his talks with you and Secretary Shultz to result
in reviving truly Jjoint efforts to achieve deep cuts in strate
offensive arms. Our Minister has the authority to seek rapid
progress on the basis of reciprocity in this exceptionsally
important area.

Today, the process of nuclear disarmament is objectively
interrelated with the issues of deep reductions, and the
elimination of asymmetries and imbalances, in conventional
arms and complete prohibition of chemical weapons. In these
areas too, there is a good chance of making headway toward
agreements,

I am confident, Mr.President, that you and I can make a
further contribution to the emerging process of settlement
of regional conflicts, particularly to a consistent and honest
compliance with the first accords that have already been
concluded there.

In Moscow we also reinforced the foundation for a dynamic
development of our bilateral relations and helped to open up
new channels for communication between Soviet and American
people, including young people and artists. All these good
endeavours should be given practical effect, and we stand ready
to do so. I am aware of your deep personal interest in qQuestions
of human rights. For me too, it is a priority issue. We seem
to have agreed that these problems require an in-depth
consideration and a clear understanding of the true situation
in both the United States and the Soviet Union. Traffic along
this two-way street has begun and I hope that it will be intense

Our relationship is a dynamic stream and you and I are
vorking together to widen it. The stream cannot be slowed down,
it can only be blocked or diverted. But that would not be in
our interest. '

Palitics, of course, is the art of the possible but it is
only by working and maintaing a dynamic dizlogue that we will

put into effect what we have made possible, and will make pos
tomorrow what is yet impossible today.

Sincerely,

Mikhail GORBACHEY





