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THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

FOR  RELEASE AT 1:30 P.M. EDT , June 27, 1984

FACT SHEET

U.S.-SOVIET BILATERAL RELATIONS

In his speech today to participants in the Smithsonian's
Conference on U.S.~Soviet Exchanges, the President refers to
several proposals we have made to establish a better working
relationship with the Soviet Union.

~-- New Exchanges Agreement: We have been discussing a
new General Agreement on Contacts, Exchanges, and Cooperation
and will present a draft to the Soviets for formal negotiations
in the very near future. The previous agreement, often
referred to as the "Cultural Agreement," lapsed in 1979. It
was one of a series of two-year agreements going back to 1958,
Our new draft would provide for resumption of official support
for inter alia exchanges of major exhibits, academic, cultural,
and sports individuals and groups, and reactivation of film
presentations. The American team in the formal negotiations
will be headed by Ambassador Arthur Hartman in Moscow.

~-- New Consulates General: In 1974 the U.S. and the
Soviet Union agreed to establish new Consulates General in Kiev
and New York City. We already have a Consulate General in
Leningrad and the Soviets have one in San Francisco. Following
the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan in 1979, the U.S. Government
suspended the agreement for new Consulates General. At the
time of the suspension, we had an advance team in Kiev for
nearly two years and were approximately six months away from
officially opening the Consulate. The Soviets had a similar
team in New York. Both advance teams were withdrawn. Since
that time, we have discussed the consulates issue on numerous
occasions, focusing over the past year on concrete steps that
could be taken to pave the way for opening these consulates.
We have recently proposed to move forward and suggested we send
a team to Kiev to inspect available property.

-- Environmental Protection Agreement: The U.S.-USSR
Agreement on Cooperation in Environmental Protection was signed
at Moscow on May 23, 1972, by President Nixon and Chairman
Podgorny The agreement has been renewed three times for 5-~year
periods and is due to expire May 23, 1987. Activities under
the Agreement have included seminars, joint publications,
exchange visits, and joint projects in several topics including
protecting endangered species, modeling of long-range air
pollution, and earthquake prediction. EPA Administrator
William D. Ruckelshaus has assumed the U.S. co-chairmanship of
the Joint Environmental Committee and will seek to use this
forum as a means to reinvigorate the Agreement.

Mr. Ruckelshaus is currently representing the United States at
the Multilateral Conference on the Environment in Munich, where
he has discussed the Agreement with Soviet officials.

P
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-- Housing: The U.5.~USSR Agreement on Cooperation in
Housing and Other Construction was signed by President Nixon
and Chairman Kosygin on June 28, 1974, in Moscow. We decided
in December 1983 to renew the Agreement for a third five-year
period effective June 28, 1984. Besides exchange visits and
seminars, the Agreement has supported joint projects in
construction technigues in extreme climates and unusual
geological conditions, sewage treatment in a permafrost
environment, and fire prevention in the design of construction
materials. The President's decision to expand the activities
under the Agreement will lead to the convening of the first
Joint Housing Committes meeting since 1978 and to an increase
in the already extensive private sector involvement in joint
projects. Secretary of Housing and Urban Development Samuel
Pierce, Jr. will lead our efforts under this agreement.

-- Health: The United States and the Soviet Union
entered into cooperation in the health area through two
agreements signed in the early 1970s: the Agreement on
Cooperation in the Medical Sciences and Public Health (signed
May 23, 1972, at Moscow by Secretary of State Rogers and
Minister of Health Petrovsky}) and the Agreement on Cooperation
in Artificial Heart Research and Development (signed at Moscow
~June 28, 1974 by Secretary of State Kissinger and Foreign
Minister Gromyko). The Health Agreement has been extended
until May 23, 1987, while the Artificial Heart Agreement will
run until June 28, 1987. The President has directed that steps
be taken in the near future to strengthen cooperation under
these agreements through a renewal of high-level visits, joint
committee meetings, and the initiation of new projects and
possibly new agreements. The timing for such steps has not yet
been set. The agreements have provided for joint research
inter alia on laser treatment of glaucoma, congenital heart
disease, mechanically assisted circulation in artificial
hearts, and cancer treatment and prevention.

-- Agriculture: Signed at Washington June 19, 1973, by
Secretary of Agriculture Butz and Foreign Minister Gromyko, the
Agriculture Agreement has been extended three times and will
not expire until June 19, 1988. The Department of Agriculture
will now reactivate the Agreement (which has been dormant the
past several years) through a Joint Committee meeting,
high-level visits, and initiation of new projects. Earlier,
the Agreement had supported plant, animal, and soil science
research (germ plasm studies} and exchange of grain-related
economic information. Exchange visits, especially those
involving the private sector, had been particularly active.
All of these programs will be reinvigorated,

-- Fishing Agreement: 1In April, the United States and
the Soviet Union agreed to axtend the existing fisheries
agreement for eighteen months (as copposed to the two previous
- 12 month extensions). Final approval is currently pending
before Congress. The Fisheries agreement was initially signed
in November 1976. The Soviet Union does not, however, have a
directed fishing allocation. After the Soviet invasion
of Afghanistan, the United States terminated allocations to the
USSR to fish within our 200-mile zone. (The Soviet Union had
been receiving a directed allocation of between 400,000 and
500,000 MT a year.) Soviet processing at sea of fish caught by
U.S. fishermen as part of an existing joint venture was allowed
to continue since it kenefited U.S. fishermen. The U.S. is
currently reviewing the U.S.~USSR fishing relationship to
determine whether mutually beneficial steps can be taken to
increase cooperation.
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-- Long-Term Cooperation Agreement: The U.S. has
proposed to extend for ten years the U.S.-USSR Agreement to
Facilitate Economic, Industrial and Technical Cooperation. The
Agreement was signed by Presidents Nixon and Brezhnev during
the 1974 Moscow Summit., It is scheduled to expire June 28,
1984. The principal provisions of the Agreement call upon the
parties to use their good offices to facilitate cooperation in
economic, industrial, and technical areas. In practice,
the Agreement has been exclusively economic and has facilitated
certain business dealings between the two countries. If the
Agreement is extended, our expectation is that there will be a
meeting of the Working Group of Experts under Article III to’
examine prospects for trade. If that meeting is successful,
then a Joint Commercial Commission meeting will be held when
practical.

-- U.S.-Soviet Incidents at Sea Agreement (INCSEA): The
1972 U.S.-Soviet Agreement on the Prevention of Incidents at
Sea established certain "rules of the road" to govern special
situations involving naval surface vessels and aircraft of the
two nations. It also set up agreed-upon navy-to-navy channels
for the prompt resolution of any problems arising under this
_Agreement. Senior officers.of the U. S. and Soviet Navies meet
on an annual basis for a general review of the implementation
of the agreement and discussion of ways in which it might be
strengthened. The most recent review took place in Moscow in
late May. At that time, the U.S. and Soviet sides agreed to a
renewal of the INCSEA agreement for another three years.

-- World Oceans Agreement: The U.S.-USSR World Oceans
Agreement was signed in 1973 and renewed for three years in
1981. It has been useful in promoting joint oceanographic
research and has involved seminars, exchange visits, and joint
ocean research cruises. National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration has taken the U.S. lead on this agreement. The
Agreement comes up for renewal in December.

-~ Maritime Boundary: The United States and the Soviet
Union have a difference relating to the precise cartographic
depiction and location of the boundary line established by the
1867 Convention ceding Alaska. The difference relates to the
fact that the U.S. depicts the 1867 Convention Line as the
maritime boundary by arcs of great circles, while the Soviet
Union depicts the Convention Line by rhumb lines. We have
proposed a fair and equitable resolution to the issue. Three
rounds of technical level discussions have been held and a
fourth round is expected soon.

-—- Space Rescue Mission: The U. S. proposal envisages
cooperation between NASA and Soviet space officials on a joint
simulated space rescue mission. A space shuttle would
rendezvous with the Soviet space station to practice procedures
that might be necessary to rescue each other's personnel.
Details of the proposal would have to be worked out.

—-- Consular Review Talks: The session of U.S.-Soviet
Consular Review Talks (CRT) currently underway in Moscow is the
latest round of a series of discussions which began in 1976,
when representatives of the United States and the Soviet Union
met to attempt to resolve a number of consular issues outstand-
ing between the two countries. Those issues primarily involved
visa questions and administrative matters relating to the
functioning of our diplomatic missions., CRT discussions have

taken place in Moscow in 1976, and in Washington in 1979 and
1983.
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-- Search and Rescue Talks: 1In October 1981, the U.S.
Coast Guard was authorized to take the initiative to open
direct lines of emergency communications with the Soviet
maritime rescue authorities in the Pacific. As a result of
subsequent exchanges in June 1983, agreement was reached to
hold a working level meeting on a broad range of search and
rescue topics. This meeting was scheduled for early December
1983, but was postponed at the request of the Soviet side. We
have proposed rescheduling this meeting.

~- U.S.-Soviet Communications Improvements Talks: On the
basis of the President's proposals of May 1983, a U.S. team has
met with Soviet counterparts three times to discuss possible
means by which U.S.-Soviet communications -- for use in both
times of crisis and calm -- might be strengthened. The most
recent meeting was in Moscow in late April. O©On the basis of
those talks, significant progress has been made in working out
agreement with the Soviets on the desirability of upgrading the
existing Direct Communications Link (the Hotline) with secure
facsimile transmission capabilities, which would increase the
speed, reliability and versatility of that system. We expect
another meeting shortly. Additionally, the U.S. has put
forward proposals to upgrade the communications capabilities of
the U.5. and Soviet embassies in each other's countries, to
establish a Joint Military Communications Link to handle the
exchange of time-sensitive technical data, and to facilitate
consultations in the event of a nuclear terrorist threat or
incident.

-- U.S.-Soviet Military Contact: With the exception of
the special navy-to-navy talks under the 1972 INCSEA Agreelent,
there has been no channel for high-level military exchange
between the U.S., and Soviet Union outside of specifically arms
control«related talks since the one-time meeting of the
Secretary of Defense and Chief of the Joint Staff with their
Soviet counterparts during the 1979 Vienna Summit. Earlier
this year, the President suggested to the Soviet leadership the
desirability of exploring the possibility of regularizing some
form of contact and discussion between those responsible for
defense matters on both sides for the purpose of increasing
mutual understanding and minimizing the potential for
misinterpretation and miscalculation.

~-~ Human Rights Cases:

- ANDREI SAKHAROV: Dr. Andrei Sakharov, a physicist
and Academy of Sciences member who played a major role in the
development of the Soviet hydrogen bomb, has spoken out at
length in defense of human rights in the Soviet Union. In 1975
he was awarded the Nobel Peace Prize for those efforts. Since
1980 he has been required to live in internal exile in the
closed city of Gorkiy. 1In early May he began a hunger strike
to obtain permission for his wife, Yelena Bonner, to travel
abroad for necessary medical treatment; there has been no
confirmed information of any sort on his health or his status
since that time. :
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-~ YELENA BONNER: A doctor by training, Yelena
Bonner is the wife of Dr. Sakharov, and was a founding member
of the Moscow Helsinki Group. She has served as his main
channel of communications to the outside world during his exile
in Gorky. She is also believed to have begun a hunger strike
in early May to obtain permission to travel abroad for vital
medical treatment; she suffers from both a heart condition and
serious eye problems.

- Yuriy Orlov: A founder and leader of the
Moscow Helsinki Group, Yuriy Orlov was long active on behalf of
human rights in the Soviet Union. He was a founding member of
the Moscow chapter of Amnesty International and a participant
in unofficial scientific seminars organized for refusenik
scientists. He was arrested in February 1977 and convicted in
May 1978 of "anti-Soviet agitation and propaganda." Earlier
this year he completed seven years in a strict-regime labor
camp and began five years of internal exile.

- ANATOLIY SHCHARANSKIY: Anatoliy Shcharanskiy is
a long-time activist on behalf of human rights and Jewish
culture in the Soviet Union. A founding member of the Moscow
Helsinki Group, Shcharanskiy was also a leader of the Jewish
emigration movement and a liaison between Western newsmen and
Soviet dissidents. 1In March 1977 he was arrested and in July
1978 was convicted of "anti-Soviet agitation and propaganda”

and "treason". He is currently in Chistopol' Prison; his wife,
Avital, lives in Israel.

““«4
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MEMORANDUM FOR MR. CHARLES HILL

y Executive Secretary
Department of State

SUBJECT: Non-Paper on Afghanistan (€]

The NSC has reviewed and approved the proposeicggaft non-paper for
Afghanistan to be delivered to Mrs. Gandhi.

hcovay

Robert M. Klmmltt
Executive Secretary
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Tab A Non-Paper on Afghanistan
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The United States maintains its view that the single-most
destabilizing factor in South Asia is the continuing presence -
of Soviet forces in Afghanistan. We are well aware of the
importance which India also attaches to Soviet withdrawal.,
Further we think we both agree that the longer the situation
continues, the more difficult its resolution becomes. Thus, we
believe that India and the United States share an interest in
doing all we can at the earliest possible date to facilitate a
negotiated political settlement which will end the occupation
of Afghanistan and allow the millions of Afghan refugees to
return home.

Unfortunately, we do not see that such a settlement is
likely to be reached at an early date. 1In fact, although the
United Nations announced on June 12 that another session of
indirect talks on Afghanistan will be held in late August in
Geneva, we have seen no indication of genuine willingness on
the Soviets' part to negotiate a withdrawal of their forces.
Against these uncertain prospects, the current escalation of
Soviet military operations highlights more than ever the need
to make every effort to convince Moscow that its own interests
are not served by continued occupation. India's voice is one
that the Soviet Union takes seriously. Hearing from you on the
need for a comprehensive agreement before the beginning of the
August session of UN indirecdt' talks could have a positive
impact on Soviet thinking -~- if not immediately, then in the
longer term as the Soviets review the policies which have led
to the present tragic and difficult situation.

In the UN's effort to find a solution for Afghanistan, the
process of indirect talks has focused on a four-point agenda,
most importantly balancing pledges of non-interference and
non-intervention from the Pakistani side against an agreement
by the Afghans and Soviets to a definite timetable for the
withdrawal of Soviet troops. The other points are the
development of a mechanism for consulting the refugees on the
conditions of their return and a possible role for other
nations in guaranteeing a comprehensive agreement. In April
and May of 1983 there were hopes that a settlement might be
possible. Since then the distance between the parties'
positions seems to have widened, with the Soviets unwilling to
give a definite timetable for withdrawal.



The United States cannot overemphasize the importance we
attach to a negotiated agreement and our concern about the lack
of progress toward a solution through the United Nations
process, or any other channel. Our goal remains a negotiated
political settlement for Afghanistan. We have strongly
supported the UN negotiating effort as one way to achieve that
objective, and welcome the recent announcement of another round
in this process. We believe that to accommodate the interests
of all parties and be viable, a settlement must address the
four elements of the UNGA resolutions. We are not a party to
the negotiating process and have not sought to develop a
blueprint for such a settlement. However, it seems clear that
the withdrawal of Soviet troops remains the key, though we also
recognize that a number of other elements must be taken into
account in the give-and-take of negotiations.

In our informal discussions with Mr. Cordovez, the United
States has emphasized that we cannot comment on one element of
the negotiating agenda in isolation from the others. These
elements are interdependent. Balance is essential. For us
this means not emphasizing one major element such as pledges of
non-intervention and non-interference more than an agreement to
a withdrawal timetable. Simultaneous implementation of steps
to achieve both non-intervention/non-interference and the
withdrawal of Soviet troopsnls vital; the beginning of one
process cannot depend on the 'implementation of another. Thus
the idea of having the Soviets agree to a withdrawal timetable
with the Kabul regime only after Pakistan takes efforts to
prevent alleged intervention and interference simply will not
work.

In sum, we believe that only an agreement recognizing the

- close interrelationship of all the required elements and the
need for parallel implementation can lead to a real and lasting
solution of the crisis. As we have told the Soviet Union
directly, we are prepared to.associate ourselves with other
nations in strengthening such a settlement and in supporting
its effective implementation. We are prepared to discuss with
them and those other nations involved all aspects of the
problem of Afghanistan.

We very much hope that you will see fit at this time to
impress again upon Soviet leaders the urgent need for a
political settlement in Afghanistan and our sincere, good-faith
desire to achieve it. We have no interest in seeing that
confrontation continue.



The upcoming Geneva session of indirect talks offers an
opportunity for real prodress. Soviet leaders should know that
we do not seek a government in Afghanistan which is
anti-Soviet. In the years prior to 1978 the Soviet Union was
able to protect its own security interests vis-a-vis
Afghanistan without the destabilizing steps it later took; it
was able to work with an Afghan regime that had as its guiding
foreign policy goal the pursuit of non-alignment. We believe
that such a situation can and should be restored.

The United States and India have differed on their
evaluations of the motivations for and significance of the
Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. Nevertheless, we have
discussed this issue as friends and we remain convinced that we
should continue to do so. We believe that on the key element
of Soviet withdrawal we see eye-to-eye. The United States
urges India to do everything it can to help achieve a political
settlement for Afghanistan; the importance India attaches to
such a diplomatic breakthrough will not be taken lightly by the
Soviets. If you do decide to take such action, using the
opportunity to assure the Soviets of our sincere desire for a
peaceful settlement, you may say that we have asked you to

convey our views to the Soviet Union.
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June 28, 1984
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MEMORANDUM FOR MR. ROBERT C. MCFARLANE
THE WHITE HOUSE )

Subject: Proposed Non-Paper on Afghanistan for
Prime Minister Gandhi

- Attached is a draft non-paper on Afghanistan for Prime
Minister Gandhi, asking that she approach the- Soviets about an
Afghan settlement. It is to be reviewed by the NSC and the
Vice President, before being sent by the State Department to
Embassy New Delhi to pass to Mrs. Gandhi when it delivers
another letter from the President on Sri Lanka.

Co

Charles Hj1l
Executive Sekretary
| 1
Attachments: L.

Tab 1 - Proposed non-paper on Afghanistan
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DECL: OADR
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SUBJECT: MESSAGE FOR THE PRESIDENT FROM MRS.
- ANATOLIY SHCHARANSKY

1. 97(/MRS. SHCHARANSKY CONTACTED THE EMBASSY
JUNE 28 TO ASK US TO CONVEY THE FOLLOWING MESSAGE
TO PRESIDENT REAGAN.

2. (U) COMMENCE TEXT:

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT, | CONGRATULATE YOU AND THE
GREAT AMERICAN PEOPLE ON THE OCCASION OF YOUR
INDEPENDENCE DAY.

JULY THE 4TH IS AN ANNIVERSARY FOR ME PERSONALLY,
T00. ON THIS DAY, 18 YEARS AGO, | WAS MARRIED

TO ANATOLI1Y SHCHARANSKY. SINCE THEN, WE HAVE BEEN
SEPARATED.

I HOPE THAT NEXT YEAR, ON THIS DAY, WE WILL BE
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ABLE TO SEND YOU A GREETING SIGNED BY BOTH OF
US. AND THAT ANATOLIY WILL BE ABLE TO THANK
YoUu, FROM ISRAEL, FOR ALL THAT YOU HAVE DONE
FOR HIS RELEASE,

SINCERELY YOURS, AVITAL SHCHARANSKY,.

END TEXT.

3. {57 MRS. SHCHARANSKY ALSO SAID THAT SHE HAD CALLED
ANATOLIY"S BROTHER, LEONID, ON JUNE 27. SHE SAID
LEONID iINFORMED HER THAT THE SOVIET AUTHORITIES HAD
RECENTLY INFORMED HIM THAT THE SEM!-ANNUAL PRISON
VISITATION BETWEEN ANATOL!IY AND H!S MOTHER AND
BROTHER SCHEDULED FOR JULY 4 HAD BEEN CANCELLED.

SHE NOTED THAT JULY 4 IS THE TENTH ANNIVERSARY

DATE OF HER MARRIAGE TO ANATOLIY AND SAID THAT LEONID
AND SHE ARE VERY CONCERNED ABOUT THE CANCELLATION

OF THE VISITATION. ANATOLIY'S FAMILY THINKS IT

MAY BE A SIGNAL THAT THE SOVIETS ARE AGAIN ABOUT

TO INCREASE THE PRESSURE ON ANATOLIY I[N ANOTHER
EFFORT TO OBTAIN A CONFESSION FROM HIM

4. DEPARTMENT PLEASE PASS TO MOSCOW. LEWES
BT
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UNITED STATES & CANADA

MCFARLANE VIEWS ON EAST-WEST CONFRONTATION HIT

PM09157 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 9 Aug 84 First Edition p 4
[Political observer Vsevolod Ovchinnikov article: "Mr McFarlane's Revelations']

[Text] McFarlane, the U.S. President's assistant for national security affairs,
recently made a long-winded speech in San Francisco. It is significant in its frank
exposition of the present U.S. President's actual foreign policy aims. And in this
sense McFarlane is involuntarily undermining the efforts of official American propa-

ganda, which is trying its best under the conditions of the election campaign to create
an image of some '"new'" Reagan.

With a claim to conceptuality McFarlane's speech essentially proclaims Reagan's
philosophy of ensuring world supremacy for the United States and reorganizing the world
along American lines. Here they frankly state that they reckon on achileving the set
aim by strong-arm methods, using political, economic, and even military means. They
try to cover up their great-power claims with the same o0ld hackneyed fabrications about
the "Soviet threat" and the intrigues of "international communism."

The first of the theses of the U.S. presidential assistant is essentially an indulgence
for aggression in those parts of the world which Washington takes it into its head to
proclaim a sphere of its "vital interests."

For both economic and military reasons, McFarlane expatiates, events in Asia, Latin
America, and Africa are becoming increasly significant for the United States. The
American economy is becoming increasingly dependent on deliveries of raw materials
from those regions, Thus, U.,S. security depends on the strength of the regimes there
allied with Washington. However, the White House representative.:complain, these
regimes are "extremely vulnerable to subversive activity." And this, according to
him, has intensified sharply over the past 10 years.

The U.S. presidential assistant tries to stun the ordinary American with a list of
"examples" from Angola to Nicaragua. However, the references cited by him do not
confirm but refute his thesis. It is absurd to portray any mgnifestation of the
struggle for national liberation and social progress —-- whether the collapse of the
Portugese colonial empire or the overthrow of Somoza's rotten dictatorship in Nicaragua

—— as the "intrigues of Moscow'" and as a constituent part of the East-West confron-
tation.

Falsification of histroy is used in this instance to justify the policy of social
revenge on a global scale. In order to turn back the wave of the people's movement,
McFarlane pontificates, the United States must help its "friends" to acquire the
ability to independently oppose "organized violence."

What this means, simply, is giving assistance to antipopular regimes that provide
American monopolies with opportunities for unimpeded exploitation of the peoples of
developing countries. McFarlane declares with mercenary-minded cynicism that only
such assistance is "'profitable" from the U.S. viewpoint. McFarland withholds the

fact that the Rapid Deployment Force has been set up for those who do not conmsent to put

on the American yoke of their own free will and that "warning strikes" have been

prepared in accordance with Presidential Directive 138 on the pretext of the struggle
against so-called "terrorism."

The following three theses in McFarlane's speech are also devoted to substantiating
Washington's imperial ambitions and to its desire to rule the destinies of other
peoples. Their essence is_expressed thus: "The Soviet Union differs from the United
States'; "The Soviet Union 1is a nsionist power"”; "The United States has the means
to cope with Soviet expansion."
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"I categorically reject the idea that our system and the Soviet system have anything in
common in any moral or political sense," the U.S. presidential assistant pontificates.
Well, it is probably possible to agree with that statement, Two worlds, indeed -- two
ways of life, two policies. Man's exploitation of man is alien to Soviet society.

Its well-being is not founded on the misfortunes of the indigent strata or on the ex~
termination of national minorities. It does not resort to usurious plundering of other
peoples and does not cover the whole world with military bases. It hasno social groups
for which the arms race and the policy of aggression serve as a source of profit,

McFarlane's allegations that only the military industry has undergone development in
Russia over the years of Soviet power, while the people's living standards supposedly
have not risen at all, are thoroughly false and malicious. Even the CIA, to whose
materials the presidential assistant, it must be supposed, has access, admits that the
real incomes of the population in the USSR have increased 200-300 percent over the past
three decades.

In what, then does the speaker perceive the contrast between the two social systems?
"The Soviet Union's aim is to fashion the whole world om the basis of 1its experience,”
he proclaims. '"Soviet Communists have been seeking overtly and covertly since Lenin's
time to make the governments and societies of other countries adopt their system."
Only a total ignoramus could resort to such judgments. Washington politicians should
be reminded of V.I. Lenin's statements that communists are opposed both to the export
of revolution and to the export of counterrevolution.

The attempt to accuse others in order to conceal one's own designs is an old ploy. And
it is being used now, too, not for any new purpose at all. '"Over the past 4 years,"
McFarlane maintains, "a growing feeling has arisen in our country that, in the final
analysis, the inability to meet the challenge from Soviet might will prove far more
costly thana counterreaction to it. Readiness once again to allocate the necessary
funds for military needs was one of the signs of this feeling." If we discard the
wordy shell, we are left with the traditional scheme: First they frighten people

with the ""Soviet threat," and then they urge them to cough up.

It is probably worth commenting in greater detail on the following thesils in the U.S.
presidential assistant's speech: "The Russians' approach to arms control is different
fromours." The approach to arms control, the speaker states, may serve as the most
eloquent expression of the principles of state policy in the 20th century. It is
enough to recall the "Baruch plan."

Well, once again we are prepared to agree with McFarlane here. The approaches of the
USSR and the United States to curbing the arms race -- the nuclear arms race, above

all -- really have been fundamentally different. As long ago as 19 June 1946 the Soviet
Union proposed a draft international convention, whose participants would adopt three
pledges: first, not to use atomlc weapons under any circumstances; second, to ban their
production and storage; third, to destroy stocks of them within a 3-month period. That
initiative opened up the possibility of nipping the nuclear race in the bud.

Rejecting the Soviet proposal, Washington then countered it with a demagogic demarche
with the so-called "Baruch plan." The aim of the American project was not to ban
atomic weapons but to consolidate the U.S. monopoly on theilr possession. The Pentagon
made the "Baruch plan" directly conditional on the following: "The atom bomb must
remain the core of the American arsenal, and the control system must be elaborated so
as to prevent the Russians from creating atomic weapons,"
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As can be seen, McFarlane needed the excursion into history for a very definite pur-
pose: to prove that no Soviet-American agreements are needed in the sphere of limiting
the arms race and that they are even harmful. Juggling with figures and distorting the
facts, McFarlene tries to uphold the old and long since hackneyed fairytale that the
United States supposedly disarmed unilaterally in the sixties and seventies.

You may ask: What kind of unilaternal disarmament is McFarlane expatiating about? What,
then, has happened to the more than 1,000 ICBM launchers, the more than 650 submarine-
based ballistic missile launchers, and the nearly 700 heavy bombers? Who should know
better than the President's national security assistant that while in 1960 U.S. strate-
gic weapons could deliver about 2,000 nuclear charges to targets, by the late seventies,
as a result of the deployment of MIRVed missiles, this number was in excess of 10,000.

At the same time programs were implemented for the nuclear forces' qualitative improve-
ment: The missiles' accuracy was increased and retargeting systems were introduced.

In those same years the United States carried out the accelerated development of air-,
sea- and ground-launched cruise missiles, whose mass deployment began in the eighties.

All this utterly refutes McFarlane's allegations that the United States has reduced its
nuclear arsenal. The same thing is borme out by the fact that at the Geneva talks the
U.S. side has done everything to avoid the Soviet proposal to establish equal by sub-
stantially reduced ceilings for nuclear charges on strategic delivery vehicles.

The above examples are sufficient to persuade you of the falisty of McFarlane's arguments,.

His assurances of the present U.S. Administration's adherence to arms control are worth
no more. In the 4 years of its rule this administration has not only failed to conclude
a single agreement on arms limitation or reduction with the Soviet Union but is also
seeking to trample on everything positive done by its predecessors. It has to its credit
the breakdown of the Geneva nuclear disarmament talks, the sabotage of the Stockholm
Conference on Confidence~ and Security-Building Measures and Disarmament in Europe and

of the Vienna talks on the reduction of armed forces and armaments in central Europe,

and its blatant reluctance to resolve constructively the question of banning chemical
weapons. The present U.S. Administration is acting vigorously to undermine existing
accords on strategic offensive arms limitation and is encroaching on the unlimited treaty
on the limitation of ABM systems. Washington clearly disliked the Soviet proposal to
conduct talks on immediate measures to prevent the militarization of space. The U.S.
Administration has done everything to thwart the possibility of holding them. And after
all that McFarlene still dares to accuse the USSR of some kind of "violations'" of the
Soviet-U.S. agreements!

The last of the six theses put forward in San Francisco proclaims: ''The preservation
of peace requires strength, readiness for negotiations, and patience." Here all but
one of the words are a demagogic camouflage and only one -- 'strength' -- serves as the

real linchpin of the U.S. Administration's political philosophy and foreign policy
activity.

Preaching crude force and bellicose anti-Sovietism ~- that is the only way to describe
the speech delivered by the U.S. President's aide. Casting aside all disguise, he
openly expressed Washington's desire to reverse the wheel of history with the aid of
double-dyed reaction.

What lies behind such speeches? The intention to play on the chauvinist feelings of
that category of ordinary Americans who applauded the United States' bandit attack on
Grenada?

LA
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TOP-SECRET/SENSITIVE June 29, 1984

, DECLASSIFIED
MEMORANDUM FOR: THE PRESIDENT ; *¥W1%gb2flkj'$?'
FROM: George P. Shultz §;7£505- WF“W%WF*E J
SUBJECT My Meeting with Ambassad;rm385?§h1n on

Friday, June 29, 1984
;.
Ambassador Dobrynin called on me this morning at his reguest.

We talked for about three-quarters of an hour covering three
subjects.

1. Dobrynin delivered an additional proposal from the Soviet
Union on negotiations about the "militarization of space" in
which they add some specificity to the modalities of their pro-
posal, particularly a date and place for negotiations. I said
that we are not yet prepared to respond to their proposal but
that there are no doubt a number of issues involved that need
some discussion. For example, does "militarization" in space
apply only to defensive systems or do they want to talk about
offensive systems that go through space as well? Dobrynin did
not respond to that suggestion, but I don't think it went by him
either. The text of the Soviet proposal and the oral statement
accompanying it are attached.

2. Dobrynin asked for anything I might tell him of a
philosophical nature on our approach to the management of the
U.S.-5oviet relationship, raising as an example his problem in
interpreting your recent speech in which there was a part that
was "good" from their standpoint and another part that was "bad.
I said that the message from that speech and from the fact that
you sent our negotiators back to Geneva at the height of the
tension over the Korean airliner suggested an effort on a philo-
sophic plane along the following lines:

We know that our systems are very different and the

likelihood is that they will remain so. We know that our interests
are often at variance and the likelihood is that they will remain
so. It is, nevertheless, the case that our two countries have the

preponderance of military power in the world and are at the moment
the two largest economies, so the existence of a working relation-
ship between us is of great importance to each of us and to the
world more generally. Therefore, we have to seek a way of managing
the relationship that will have important elements of continuity
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through the ups and downs of events that will trouble us greatly
and that we will feel call for statements and actions on our part.
That philosophy, I said, is what motivated the President to send
our negotiators back to Geneva some months ago and, more recently,
to identify a large number of significant -- if not quite "the
big" -- problem areas where positive work can and is taking place.
If such a philosophy can be implemented in practical terms, then
we would consider that a positive achievement. '

3. Dobrynin also raised questions about the personal and
technical management of our relationship and used the Scowcroft
mission as an example of how a good thing misfired because it
wasn't handled right. The elements of incorrect handling from
his point of, view were: (a) it came about too suddenly, (b) there
was no back-and-forth discussion of something so important as
sending a Presidential Emissary to their head of state, and (c) it
seemed to be an effort to go to Chernenko through some part of
their government other than the Foreign Ministry. Dobrynin said
that if the Scowcroft mission and Presidential letter had been
worked out through him and then on to Moscow with careful prepara-
tion, he could have "guaranteed 100 percent" that Scowcroft would
have seen Chernenko.

I told him that we were prepared to work out with him the
technical aspects of our relationship in a way that did everything
possible to avoid unnecessary misunderstandings. We recognize
the importance of giving interpretations of statements and
activities we undertake and wish that they would also take note
of this point in terms of their own behavior and work with Art
Hartman. We also agree that private and small and perhaps one-
on-one discussions could make an important contribution to the
development of the relationship.

He stated that he felt the START and INF talks might have
gone in a more constructive way if, in the discussions I had
with him about them some time ago, it had been possible to discuss
them in broad terms in a one-on-one meeting as distinct from
meetings "where Rowny or Nitze or someone else was always present.”

Dobrynin said that he is looking forward to the opportunity
for conversation with you at the Diplomatic Reception on Sunday.

Attachments
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I am instructed to deliver to you a text of the statement ’

of the Soviet Government on the gquestion of preventing the/w7zjjé
militarization of outer space.

We would like to draw your attention to the fact, that
the Soviet Union suggests a radical solution - to ban and to
eliminate the whole class of attack space weapons and to close
once and for ever all channels of possible militarization of outer
space. It is exactly the attack space means that would be banned.
While the mgans used for the purposes of control, navigation,
éommunication; . etcs would not be covered. ‘

We deem it necessary to emphasize the importance and the
urgency of the solution of the question of preventing thermilitaf
rization of outer space, the special responsibility Whicﬂ rests
upon the USSR and the USA as the leading spade powers, and the
necessity in this regard to show an example to all other states
engaged 1n research and exploration of outer sﬁace.

The beginning of the negotiations on outer space between the

1§§£SSR and the USA would be a practical proof of the readiness of

he sides to wage a businesslike and concrete dialogue on one of

6/8

w
gzthe major questions of ensuring securlty and peace,
€3 /N Vicwna

@g The Soviet side is ready to begin such negotigtio ol
o

)
1

\..[-.

RT wf,z'r/;(‘;;?m __

b['rx"iq

September 18, 1984, for example, if there is a consent of the
§§yAustr1an Government, and to send a special delegation for thls
}gpurboses. ‘

We would like to express hope that the American side will
consider the Soviet proposal with all due attention and give a

positive reply to it.

T AW
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The Soviet Government most insistently draws attention to

the necessity of urgent measures aimed at the prevention of the
militarization of outer space.

The spreading of the arms race to oubter space would sharply
increase the risk of the military disaster, undermine. the prospects
of the limitation and the reduction of armaments in generals
Everywherg the understanding of this is widening, the demands are
growing to stop such development of events until it is too late.
And it is necessary to do everything in order not to waste this
opportunity, to close reliably all the channels without exception
of the militarigzation of outer space.

In practical terms'this means that weapons of any type-
conventional, nuclear, laser, beam or any other sould not be
launched in space and deployed there, whether on piloted or
pilotless systems. Space weapons of any basing mode should not be
developed, tested or deployed- eéither for antiballistic missile
defense, or.as antisatellite means , or for the use against
targets on the ground or in thé air. Means of such nature alresdy
created must be destoyed. |

The use of forée in space or from space against the earth,
‘as well as from the earth against the objects in outer space
should be banned forever.

Such approach, which would ban and eliminate the whole class
of armaments - the attack space means including antisatellite
and antiballistic missile space-based systems, as well as

any other ground, air or sea-based means designed to
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destroy objects in space, allows to ensure a reliable coﬁ%rﬁl over
the compliance by the sides with their obligations.

The Government of the Soviet Union proposes to the
Government of the United States of America to begin Soviet-
American negotiations on the prevention of the militarization
of outer space at the level of specially appointed delegations.
Within the framework of these negotiations the question of mutual
compréhensive repudiation of antisatellite systems should be
resolved{too. |

Such negotiations could be starfea this September in Vienna
(Auétria), if the Government of Austria agrees to this. The
specific date of the beginning of the negotiations would be
agreed upon through the diplomatic channels.

For the purposes of creabting the favorasble conditions for
achieving an agreement and of undertaking practical measures
on the prevention of the arms race in oubter space already now-
the Soviet Union proposes also to establish on mutual basis
beginning from the date of openning the negotiation; a moratorium
on testing‘and deploying such weapons. It goes without saying
that The Jjoining of other states to such moratorium will be
welcomed., |

As The leading powers in the area of exploration of outer
space, the USSR and the USA are called upon to do everything
in their power to provide peace in space for the mankind and to
show an example to other states in resolving this task common

to all the humanity, creating the basis for nultilateral agreement

on this mavter.
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In view of the urgency and importance of this question the
Soviet Governﬁent expects a prompt and positive reply of the

US Government to this appeal.
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CoBBTCKO6 ILPaBATEJHECTBO CAMHM HACTOATS/IBEHEM 06pasoM o6pa—
maeT BHUMAHWE HA HEOCXONMMOCTE GDOUHHX MED IO HENONYUWSHMO MU/~
TaPU3aIuy KOCMUUYECKOI'0 IPOCTPAHCTBA .

BHXON I'OHKM BOODY#eHHE B KOCMOC DEe3KO yCH/MJl OH PHUCK BOBH-
HO# KaTacTpodH, OOLOPBa/Jl NEPCHEKTYBH OTDaHMYEHHA M COKpalleHuA
Boopyxeﬂmn BooCme. IloBcony mApUTGs nonmwaﬂﬂe STOID, HapaOTamT
TpedoBaHnﬂ OCTaHOBKTL Taxoe Da3BuTHE COOWTHY IIOKQ HE nos,n,Ho°
1 rnagmo QEGﬂBTL Boe, 9TOOH STa BO3MOXHOCTH He OHjA yUyluleHa, Ha-

’nemﬁo'nepekpuTb‘ng 063 HCKJIYEHUs KAHE/H MI/MTAPA33IUNA KOCMA—
U8CKOI'0 IPOCTDPaHCTBA. | ) _

B mpaxTHueCKOM IIJIaHE 5TO 03HZ4YaeT, UTO B KOCMOC He nOﬂEHo
BHBOINTECA W pa3MemaThCa TaM, Oynb. TO Ha IUJOTEDYEMHX WJH
HeIWIOTAPYEMHX CHCTEMaX, ODyXue jHOOI0 poja — OOHYHOE, ANEpHOS,
7a3epHOe, Iy9KOBOE MM Karoe—/mO0 ZIpyroe. KOCMHYECKHDE OPyXue
JIOOHX BUJIOB Ca3MpOBAHWA He JOJXHO COBLaBaThCS, HCIHTHBATEHCA
7)1 pasBepTHBATBCA HA JJIA HpOTMBOpaRGTHOﬁ 0GOPOHH, HM B KQueCTBE
OPOTUBOCIIyTHUK OBHX cpeﬁCTB, ﬁﬂ ﬁﬂﬂ HCIO/I30BaHASA IPOTUB Ieje#t

:Ha 36Mjie /M B BO3IYXe. Ve COBIAHHHE TAKWE CPELCTBA MOJIXHH
OHTDL YHUUTOXEHH. 7

Hcrmojip30BaHMe CHJIH B KOCMOCE ¥ 13 KocMoca B OTHONEHUH 3&M-—
JH, & TaKxe C 3eMjM B OTHOmMEHMY OCBHEKTOB B KOCMOCE ﬂOHHHOiOHTB
HABCEIJa NOCTAB/IEHO IIOJ 3aUpeT.

Taxo% monxox, Op¥ KOTODPOM 3alpemajcd I MKBUEADOBAJICH OH
TeJIHf KJacC BOODYHEHM# — yOapHHE KOCMHUUECKHE CpeﬂCTBa, BK,/JI0UaH

IPOTUBOCIIYTHHKOBHE ¥ IIPOTHMBODEKETHHE CHCTEMH KOCHMHUYECKOI'O
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0a3upoBaHud, & TaKKe JI0OCHE CpPEJICTBA Ha38MHOIO, BO3LYWLHOIO 1)
MopcxoroAOasmpoaaHnﬁ, nperHasHauenHHe JIJi7 HODaxeHUS 00BEKTOB
B KOCMOCE, II03BO/IAET OCECIEUUTDH HaJERHHE KOHTDOJH 33 COG m0ne-—
HyeM 0043aTejIbCTB CTODPOH.

HpaBHTGHECTBO CoseTcroro Cowsa mpenjarasT IPaBUTEBCTBY
Coenuvnennnx llrgaros AMBDVKN HaUaTh Ha YDOBHE CIeIMajibHO HasHa-—
9eHHHX Jigjieraiu¥ COBETCKO-2MEDHKAHCKHE II8PerOBODH IO IPeLOTBpa—
MEHUD MWJMTaPA3aIMA KOCMHYECKOI0 IPOCTPAHCTBA. B pamkax oTHX
nepe:OBopbB J0JIKe H OHTB DelmeH X BOIPOC O B3aWMHOM IIOJHOM OTKa-
38 OT IPOTZBOCHYTHUKOBHX CHCTEM. o 7

IlprcTymuTs K TaKmM IePeroBopaM MOXHO OnjiD CH B CEHTACDS
9TOr0 I'oja B BeHe (ABCTpEﬂ) B CJydas corgacnﬂ’ﬁa 3TO aBCTpﬁﬁ—
CKOI'0 npaBmTeﬂboTBé. KoHxkpeTHas raTa OTKDHTUS IePerO0BODOB
Owza GH corjiacoBana Io ﬁnnﬂomaTuq¢CRzm KaHaIaM.

B mesfx cosnanus CﬂaPOHpMHTHHX yCHOBEﬁbﬂﬂH JOCTHEE HAA JOT0~
BODBHHOCTH W IPUHATHS YK€ celuac IPaKTUUeCKHX Mep IO IpefoTBpa-
MeHI0 I'OHKM KOCMHUECKUX BpOpyKeHEﬁ CoBeTcrkuiél Cows mpeljarastT
TAKKE yCIaHOBKTB Ha BsamMHoﬁ_ocgoBe HauuHag G JaTH OTKDHTUA
meperoBOPOB MODATODHE Ha UCHNTARAA T pa3BePTHBAHHE TAKUX BOODPYy-—
mgﬂnﬁ. PaSyMGGTCH,_dyﬂGT IIpUBETCTBOBATHCA LIDUCOEIMHEHUE IDYyTIUX
TOCYIapcTB K STOMy-MOPaTopﬁm."

- Kax Beﬁymﬂe IepxaBH B 0C/aCTH OCBOEHUS KOCMHUECKOI'0 IPOCT-
PaHCTBa CQCP m CHIA Ipr3BalH CLENATEH BCE OT HUX BaBECHmee,_q&OOH
00eCnevuTh qeﬂOBeqeéTBy MUDHH KOCMOC, n0JaTh npnmep‘ﬁpyrnm Io-
CyAapCTBaM B DENEHMN STOX odmeqeﬂQBeqeoﬂoﬁ 3arauu, 3a/0KUB OCHO-

BY IJIT MHOTOCTODOHHE} HOI'OBODEHHOCTH HA BTOT CUET.

45 2.
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JauTHBasA CPOUHOCTH M Ba®HOCTH BoIpoca, COBETCKOS HDABUTE/Ib-
CTBO OXUNAET CKODOTD ¥ IDJOXUTEIBHOIO OTBETA IDABUTE/BCTEA CIA

Ha naHHoe o0paligsus.

hd
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COBETCKO8 IIPaBUTEJBCTBO CaMHM HACTOSATEIBHEM 06Dpas3oM 06pa—
maeT BHUMaHWE Ha HeoOXOIUMOCTE CDOUHEX MED IO HENOIYyWSHWO MujIZ-—
TQpPU3aLMY KOCMUUECKOI'0 IPOCTPAHCTBA.

BHX0n I'OHKM BOODy®eHH¥ B KOCMOC DE3KO YCH/UJA OH DUCK BOGH-
HO# KaTacTPOQH, NOZODPBAJL I8 PCIEKTUBH OI'DAHUUSHHI W COKpalleHus
BOOpyxeHA# BooOmMe. HOBCHOLY MUPATCH [OHEMaHue 9TOI'0, HApacTawT
TpeOOBaH?H~OQT&HOBMTBATaEOG pasBuTHE COCHTHI IIOKa EHe ﬁosﬂﬂo,

W Bazo cresaTh BCE, UTOOH 974 BO3MOXHOGCTH He OHAA yHylleHa, Ha-
IEeXHO IEPEKDPHTH BCe 063 WMCK/YeHWA KaHaJH MUUTaDPR3aIid KOCMHA-
UECKOI'0 IPOCTDPAHCTEA. ) .

B IpaKTMYECKOM Ijiake 9TO 03HZYa8T, YTO B KOGCMOC HE JIOJDKHO
BHBOJUTECA ¥ Dpa3MenaTsed TaMm, Oynb: TO Ha IUJOTHPYEMHX HJH
HEIW/OTHPYEMHX CHCTEMaX, ODpyxue JCOIro pona — OCWUHOE, A1epHOE,
jasepHoe, IyUKOBO8 /M Kakoe-/mCOo Zpyroe. KocMmdecKoe Opyxue
JIOOHX BHAJOB Ca3UPOBaHWUSA HE MOJIXHO CO3MABaThCH, UCIHTHBATHCS
W/ pa3BEPTHBATHCA HU Jjii IPOTUBODAKETHOM OCODOHH, HM B KadecTBe
IPOTHBO CIIyTHAKOBHX CpGﬁCTB,.HE ﬁﬂﬁ UCUO/Ib30BAHNA IPOTUB Iig/Iel
Ha BeMje W/M B BO3IyXe, YHe COBLAHHHE TAKME CPELCTBA LOJKXHH
OHTH JHUUTOHEHH. |

Ylcnmojz30BaH7e CHJH B KOCMOCE M U3 KOCMOCA B OTHOMEHUZ 36M—
J, & TaKke C 3eMjM B OTHOWEHUX 0GHEKTOB B KOCMOCE NOJLKHO GHTBH
HaBCEIIa HOCTaBﬂéHO IOZ 3amparT.

~ Taro% monxox, mpy KOTOPOM 3ampemajica ¥ JHUKBUIUDOBAJCA OH
Ie/IHf KJaCC BOODYyXeHHWI - yrapHHe KOCMUUECKUS CpeﬂCTﬁa, BKJIOYAsS

IPOTABOCIYTHUKOBHE ¥ IPOTMBOpAKETHHE CUCTEMH ISOCME'QGCI{OI‘O
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0asnpoBaHu", a Takxe JIOOHE CpPeIcTBa Ha3EMHOIO, BOBLYMHOI0 HJI
MODCKOI'0 0a3upOBaHUST, IPEJHABHAYHHHE IS IHOpPakeHns 0GBHEKTOB
B KOGMOGE, II03BOJIAET 0CECHEUUTEH HANE®HHI KOHTPOJIBL 3a COGIONE-
HreMm odgsaTeﬂLCTB CTOPOH. |

~ llpaBuTemerBo CoBeTCKOIO Cosa IperiarasT IPABUTEIBCTBY
Coenmrernux llTaToB AMEDUKHM Ha9aTh Ha yPOBHE CIEIMAJIBHO HABHA—
“YEHHHX ﬂeﬂeraunﬁ COBE TCKO-aMe DIKaHCKIE IIEPEI0BODH II0 IIPEEOTBPa-
MEHWN MM/MTapU3aliil KOCMIYECKOI0 IPOCTPAHCTBA. B paMkax sTuX
II6PerOBOPOB JLOiXeH OHTH PENEH @ BONPOG O B3QUMHOM IIOJHOM OTHKA-
38 OT npOTzBocﬁyTHnROBHX CHCTEM. |

IIpuCTyInTE K TEKAM IIePEeroBopaM MOXHO OHjI0 OH B CEHTACDE
3TOr0 I'0ja B Bene (ABCTpﬂﬂ) B CJjyYae COIJIaCUA Ha 9TO0 aBCTpuli-
CKOI'0 HpaQMTenLCTBé. KoHKpeTHas raTa OTKPHTHA I8DPEr0BOPOB
Oxyia OH COIJIacOBaHa IIO JUIJIOMaTUUeCKIM KaHajaM.

B meyAx cosmaHus GJATONPHATHHX yC/I0BUi IJA LOGTUXEHES HOI0—
BODEHHOCTA ¥ IPUHATUS YK Cekuac IPaKTUYeCKUX MEp IO IPenoTBpa-
WEHM0 I'OHKY KOCMUYeCKUX BOODyzeHmY CoBeTckuii CooB IpenjiaragT
TaK#8 yCTaHOBMTL Ha B3aWMHON OCHOBE HaUWHadg G JATH OTKDPHTUI
IepeI0BOPOB MOPATOPUil HA MCUHTAHWA I Pa3BEeDPTHBAHUE TAKUX BOODy-—
meﬁnﬁ. Pa3yM88TCH, OyleT IpUBETCTBOBATHCA IPUCOENUHEHNE IpPyIuX
TOCYI2PCTB K STOMy MODATODUO.

Kax Beﬂymme AeDxaBH B 00/ACTH OCBOGHMS KOCMUYECKOI'D IPOCT-
parcTea CCCP m CIA mprMsBaHH CLEJATH BCe OT HUX 3aBUCALge, WTOOH
00eCIeUUTE QéHOBequTBy'MHpHHi KOCMOC, IOIaTh IpUMED LPyTuM IO~
cynapcTBaM B pelehumm 9To¥ oOLedeI0BEUeCKOL 3auatud, 3ajI05UB OCHO-

BY IjIg MHOI'OCTOPOHHEH IOIOBODEHHOCTH Ha STOT CUET.
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YauTHBAS CPOYHOCTH ¥ B3#HOCTE Bompoca, COBETCKOE MPABUTE JIb—
CTBO OFHMIAET CKOPOI'0 M IIOJIOXUTEBHOI0 0TBETA IpaBuUTaAbCTBa ClA

Ha J[aHHOG oCpallgHue.





