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United States Department of State 

.:I Washington, D.C. 20520 

. ,., 
. ► • J 

August 23, .1985 

. MEMORANDUM FOR AMBASSADOR JACK MATLOCK, NSC 

SUBJECT: Nitze/Kvitsinskiy Conversation, July 31, 1985, Helsinki, 
Finland 

Jack: 

Attached is a copy of the memorandum of conversation which I 
mentioned to you ' on the phone today. 

There are some ?dditional points. Please give me a call after 
you have had a chance ta feati 1.t. Although r · would be happy to come 
over, telephone would probably suffice. 

In my view -- shared by a great number of others -- a "private 
channel" is the "only" answer! (~_, Nitze/Kvitsinskiy). Let's 
talk. -

Attachment: 
As stated 

DECLASSIFIED 

NLRRfuk,-111/b tl-7::}-y.3 

C.L NARA DATE rt) it£ br ~ -, 
, ,. 

Best regards, 

s~ 
DECL: O.ADR 
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ACTION 

", flONAL SECURITY CO UN C IL 
V\t,SH l "-GTOI', D .C . 20506 

FROM: JACK F. MATLOC \Al\ 

6708 

August 26, 1985 

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C. MCFA~L NE 

SUBJECT: Fred O'Green's rip to the Soviet Union 

Col. Barney Oldfield of Litton wrote the President regarding a 
Soviet invitation to Chairman Fred O'Green (Tab A) . O'Green 
would be an official guest of the USSR State Committee on Science 
and Technology. Oldfield gave notification of the trip in the 
event that you want to meet with O'Green before and after the 
visit. The dates have not yet been set, therefore we would leave 
the ball in their court. 

At Tab I is your reply to 
for such a meeting . This 
the November meeting . 

Approve ✓ 
Jonath~iller concurs. 

Attachment: 

Oldfield welcoming the opportunity 
could prove beneficial as we approach 

Disapprove 

Tab I Letter to Col. Barney Oldfield 

Tab A Incoming Letter 



THE WHITE H0l1SE 

WA SHINGTON 

Dear Col. Oldfield: 

The President asked me to respond to your 
letter of August 5 regarding Fred O'Green's 
invitation to visit the U.S.S.R. 

I would appreciate the opportunity to meet 
with Mr. O'Green before his departure. 
Please have his secretary contact mine at 
(202) 456-2255 to work out a mutually con
venient date and time. 

Sincerely, 

Ro~. McFarlane 

Colonel Barney Oldfield 
360 North Crescent Drive 
Beverly Hills 
California 90210 



,. · , rn Litton 

Cu' Barney Old11eld USAf /Rc1 1 

(Con5ul\an1 J 

August 5, 1985 

Dear President Ron: 

Litton's Board Chairman Fred W. O'Green has 
been invited by Vice Cha irman Dzhermen Gvishiani of 
the USSR State Commit t ee on Science and Technology 
to be an official guest of that agency and visit 
the Soviet Union. Our mutual friend, Academician 
Georgi A. Arbatov, has been the one who suggested 
it -- after it has been "laying there" for nearly 
two y e ars as Arbatov told me the wind chill factor 
was go i ng to be high for some time and it would 
not be productive. Now -- it apparently is, and 
as we know nothing like this h appens without care
ful c a lcu lation, the i nvi t ation is perhaps a part 
of a "warming trend" along with your higher level 
s ummitry scheduled this fall. In all the previous 
vi s its we have had where Li t ton top figures were 
i nvolved, the White Hou se National Security Adviser 

~ has wanted to have c onversations wi e invi -
. ;;::;----/ ,--). - individual b efore and after the actual encounter 
~ ses sion for any insights or at t i t ude s which might 

. ~ _ _ .,;._, ✓ be e v iden t. As I don't know Robert McFarlane 

<~) ~ p ersonally, I'm wr iting you for guidance as to 
v _ ) whether t hi s matters! The time period we are 
~ shooting for is a ft er September 15th, and h opefully ~#. i .,t.1 {) befor e t he first snow. 

~ 1 I t wi l l give me a chance t o onc e agajn reaffirm 
what you told me to tell them t h a t you'don't eat 
your own young . 

Bes t wi s hes 
, 

* if suc h a w u l d b e p o ssible , i t wou l d hel&. 

President Ronald Reagan , 
The White Hou se , 
1600 Pennsylvan ia Ave., NW 
Washin g t o n , DC 2 0500 

. ,._ , ,. 
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S~SENSI'I'IVE/EYES ONLY . 
INFORMATION 

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C. 

FROM: 

111/j 'j(NVf 

NOT FOR SYSTEM ~ 

August 26, 1985 

SUBJECT: s for Private Contacts 

Soriet officials are still out there, seemingly passing 
"messages" that they want a special channel to work on arms 
control issues in particular. Two which have just come to my 
attention are the following: 

BECMJIF/SENSITIVE/EYES ONLY 
Declassify .on: OADR 

DECLASSIFIED IN PART 
NLRR C ;.. ~ tl3f 

BY /lllJ NA'1A nATr: 11/ I I 



S~SENSITIVE/EYES ONLY 
7 

2 

2. Kvitsinsky to Nitze in Helsinki: At Tab II is the rnemcon on 
the Nitze-Kvitsinsky dinner in Helsinki. Norm Clyne called me on 
secure to let me know that two relevant passages were omitted 
from the memcon which was distributed. They were reported only 
to Secretary Shultz, who intended to share with you on the West 
Coast. I don't know whether he managed to do so, but if not, the 
additional passages are the following: 

a) In paragraph 13 (where Kvitsinsky asked about INF), the 
second sentence was omitted: "Nitze said that in his personal 
opinion a final settlement along the lines of 'Walk-in-the-Woods' 
might be possible." (NOTE: this may not be literal; it is from 
Norm's paraphrase.) 

b) An entire paragraph was omitted which described an 
encounter which Clyne had with Kvitsinsky the next morning. 
Kvitsinsky saw Clyne in the Hotel Restaurant at breakfast and 
made a point of coming over and asking whether Nitze had really 
meant what he said about "Walk-in-the-Woods" the night before. 
Clyne told him that Nitze had made clear that he was expressing a 
personal opinion, but that he always chooses his words carefully. 
Kvitsinsky commented that the conversation the evening before had 
been most helpful and that he and Nitze should arrange to meet 
again. 

Clyne commented that he wondered whether Paul should not go to 
Geneva for a few days early in the next round to be available in 
case Kvitsinsky had anything to convey. (It was not clear 
whether this is Nitze's idea, or merely Clyne's.) 

..&B€~~/SENSITIVE/EYES ONLY 

--, 



SE~SENSITIVE/EYES ONLY 
7 
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Unless it would create unmanageable problems with the 
negotiators, I think it might not be a bad idea for Nitze to be 
available in Geneva for a few days after the third round begins 
next month. 

Finally, regarding the Mcsweeney-Palmer "probe," we have no 
recent news since Palmer has been out of the country for the past 
couple of weeks. If anything comes up on that net, we should 
know early next week. 

If you concur, I will plan to travel with Bill Henkel and his 
advance team to Geneva September 12-18, during which we will have 
joint meetings with the Soviet advance team. It is possible the' 
Soviets would send someone who would seek a private conversation, 
and if you think I should go we probably should discuss in 
advance how to respond if there should be another probe at that 
time. 

Attachment: 

Tab II Memcon on Nitze-Kvitsinsky Dinner in Helsinki 

SE~/SENSITIVE/EYES ONLY 
7 
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MEMORANDUM TO: 

Ambassador Ridgway 
Ambassador Holmes 
Ambassador Kampelman 
Ambassador Tower 
Ambassador Glitrnan 

United States Departmen t of State ,, 

ffa.shington, D. C. 20520 

August 13, 1985 

Deputy Secretary Whitehead (Tirnbie ) 
Under Secretary Armacost (Courtney ) 

Other than Secretary Shultz , no other distribution 

was made of attached Mem/Con. 

Attachment: 
Mem/Con - 7/31/85 

S~N WITH ATTACHMENT 
7 
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United States Department of State 

"ff'ashington, D. C. 20520 

August 8, 1985 

MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION 

SUBJECT: Nitze-Kvitsinskiy Dinner Conversation, 
Helsinki, Finland, 31 July 1985 

1. As Kvitsinskiy's guest, Ambassador Nitze had dinner with 
his former Soviet colleague at the Restaurant Tapiola 
Linnunrata, 31 July 1985. Norman Clyne from Nitze's staff and 
Pavel Palazhchenko on the Soviet side also attended. Below are 
the highlights of the substantive conversation during dinner. 

2. Nitze noted that three possible types of outcomes for the 
summit meeting between Reagan and Gorbachev in November had 
been discussed that afternoon between Shultz and Shevardnadze. 
These were outcomes dealing (a) merely with the easy issues; 
(b) with somewhat more difficult issues; and (c) with the 
really substantive issues of security, particularly those 
involving the negotiations on nuclear and space arms in 
Geneva. Nitze said it was his understanding that the Ministers 
had agreed that the third category of issues should receive 
paramount attention by both sides prior to the summit. 
Kvitsinskiy agreed; he said it was the Soviet view that, while 
this third category contained the issues most difficult to 
resolve, it nevertheless contained those issues whose 
resolution could make the summit an unqualified success. 
Kvitsinskiy asked Nitze's opinion as to how we should prepare 
for the third category of issues. 

3. Nitze said the first thing would be to clarify definitions 
and concepts. For example, the Soviet definition of what it 
calls "space strike arms" is based on an unacceptable criterion 
of intent: that is, according to Gromyko (and Kvitsinskiy) 
those systems stationed in space created or developed for the 
purpose of attacking objects in space or on land, and those 
stationed on earth for the purpose of attacking objects in 
space. Kvitsinskiy pointed out that the President had stated 
that the purpose of the U.S. SDI program was to develop such 
arms. Nitze emphasized that statements of intent were not 
pertinent, whether one was speaking of offensive or of 
defensive arms. Rather, systems must be dealt with on the 
basis of objective judgment of their capabilities derived from 
observable characteristics. If one looks at the Soviet 
definition on the basis of capabilities, the Galosh system 

\'r 
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around Moscow as well as all ICBM systems would be included in 
the ban. This -is not desired by either side. Nitze emphasized 
the need for precise agreement on what is to be included in the 
agreements between us and what is to be excluded. We will find 
it necessary to stay away from generalities such as the Soviet 
demand for a ban on "space strike arms" based on an ambiguous 
and misleading definition. 

4. Changing the subject, Kvitsinskiy asked if the U.S. would 
live up to the ABM Treaty. Nitze replied that the U.S. would 
do so and had made that point clear in Geneva: the real 
question is whether the Soviet Union will do likewise. We need 
first to agree on what it means. For example: 

(a) the meaning of "development" with regard to permitted 
research. Nitze said the negotiating record is clear on this 
subject. He cited the paper Harold Brown had given to Karpov 
explaining the U.S. view on the demarcation between research 
and development. Brown's paper was not contested by the Soviet 
side. Article V was drafted on the basis of the definition of 
"development" contained in Harold Brown's paper. Kvitsinskiy 
responded by citing Gerard Smith's testimony in which 
Kvitsinskiy contended Smith had described the demarcation 
between research and development in a different way: Smith had 
used the term "breadboard model" to describe the point beyond 
research which was included in development. Nitze contested 
that, saying that while Gerard Smith's testimony was not 
inconsistent with the Brown paper, Brown's paper, not Smith's, 
was basic to the negotiating record of the ABM Treaty. This 
paper pointed out that full scale development started with 
observable testing of a prototype model, that is, a piece of 
equipment of the type which would ultimately be deployed. In 
any event, it is unambiguous that neither side included 
unobservable research in banned development. This point was 
made clear not only by Brown's paper but also by Smith's 
testimony. In fact, Nitze poi n ted out, the Soviet side also 
confirmed its similar interpre t ation that research would be 
permitted by the ABM Treaty when former Defense Minister, 
Marshal Grechko, explained to the Supreme Soviet that the 
Treaty imposed no limitations on the performance of research 
and experimental work toward defending the "national 
territory." Kvitsinskiy corrected Nitze, saying that Marshal 
Grechko made no mention of "national territory:" rather, he 
made reference to defending "the country" against nuclear 
missile attack. (Kvitsinskiy laughed heartily when he 
"corrected" Nitze). Nitze said it seemed ludicrous in the 
context of the ABM Treaty to draw a distinction between "the 
country" on the one hand and "national territory" on the other: 
one could not walk history back with some simple-minded joking 
distinction. 

SECRET 



(b) Returning to the Brown/Smith discussion, Kvitsinskiy 
insisted there . was a distinction between Smith's definition of 
"development" and Brown's. Smith's testimony exempted only 
Department of Defense research and development line items 6.1 
and 6.2, while Brown's would nave the cut-off point be within 
6.4, he referred to 6.4 (a) and 6.4 (b). 

(c) Nitze brought up the Krasnoyarsk radar. He said that 
everyone on the U.S. side, in and out of Government, is 
convinced that this is a violation of the Treaty. Kvitsinskiy 
asserted that the U.S. radar at Thule, Greenland, violated the 
Treaty. Nitze e mphasized that while the U.S. believes there is 
nothing here that is contrary to the ABM Treaty, the main point 
he was making was that the issues should be talked out frankly 
and settled -- not limiting the discussion to stereotype 
assertions such as those to which the Soviet side has limited 
itself. 

(d) Nitze cited the Soviet laser program being conducted 
at Sary Shagan as an example of Soviet "SDI-type" research. 
Nitze said this is germane to the ABM Treaty and thus pertinent 
to the defense and space negotiations. He asked rhetorically 
why can't the Soviet side discuss its SDI-type programs; the 
U.S. is willing to do so and, in fact, has discussed its 
programs at Ge neva in some detail. Kvitsinskiy responded that 
it (the Soviet l a ser) is not pertinent since it cannot damage a 
satellite. Nitze noted that in any event, it is permitted 
because it is at an agreed test range. Nitze maintained 
Kvitsinskiy had appa rently mis sed the point; on any issue where 
there was not coincidence of views, it should be discussed 
frankly and resolved -- not swept under the rug by assertion of 
one side or the other. Kvi ts i nskiy then noted the testing of a 
U.S. laser on Maui (in connec t i on with a recent space shuttle 
f light). He asked rhetorically if that laser could substitute 
f or a radar and if Maui was part of the Kwajalein test range. 
Ni tze replied that the U.S. would be willing to discuss the 
i s sue frankly and construct i vely. 

5. Referring to the Geneva negotiations, Kvitsinskiy asked 
whe n the U.S. side was going to propose something concrete on 
space. Nitze replied with a question of his own: "Which 
should come first, working on what the Soviets want on space, 
or on what the U.S. wants on limiting offense?" Nitze said 
that the Soviet form of linkage is unacceptable; this amounts 
to preconditions. Preconditions need to be forgotten and 
replaced with constructive discussions of the issues. 

6. Nitze continued by asking what specifically are the Soviets 
suggesting with respect to limitations on the offense. 
Kvitsinskiy said that the Soviet side cannot be more specific 



until and unless it knows the outcome for space. He added that 
the Soviet sid~ had made a specific proposal in the recent 
round just completed. Nitze replied that with what the Soviet 
side had given at Geneva, one could only speculate on possible 
methods of aggregation consistent with what they had said, 
coupled with various applicable percentages. For example, as 
to the Soviet form of aggregation, Nitze asked what was to be 
included in the Soviet term "nuclear charges." This form of 
aggregation appeared to include gravity bombs and SRAMs. Nitze 
said Kvitsinskiy knew the long-held U.S. view on this issue; 
namely, that it was improper to constrain such bomber loadings 
without corresponding constraint on air defenses. Nitze went 
on to explain that the two sides had to work out specific and 
equitable counting rules to have an effective agreement. He 
emphasized the unacceptability of aggregations which equated 
"elephants with flies;" SS-18 RV's cannot be equated with 
gravity bombs. 

7. By way of example, Nitze said that if one were to assume 
that counting rules had, in fact, been worked out, what could 
be made of the so-called Soviet "model" surfaced in Geneva? 
Continuing, Nitze said that low overall SNDV limitations could 
become meaningless or counter-productive at low levels of RVs, 
or even of "nuclear charges". Continuing his example, Nitze 
said that if one were to assume a base level of 10,000 "nuclear 
charges" with an agreed reduction of 40%, this would result in 
a ceiling of 6,000 such "charges" at the end of a given 
period. If one were then to combine this figure with the 
Soviet suggestion of a percentage limit on the number of 
"charges" in any one leg of the deterrent, and assume that this 
limit was 50%, t hen the Soviet side would be able to retain 
3,000 highly capable RVs on its ICBM force. This is more than 
a sufficient number to launch a highly successful attack 
agai nst the land-based portion of the U.S. retaliatory force. 
Witho ut other c ompensating provisions, such an outcome would be 
insufficient to meet the needs of the U.S. side. 

8. Nitze suggested that we should abandon all the propaganda 
play with numbers and get down to discussing a comprehensive 
and substantive end result. Nitze said the U.S. needs 
protection in an agreement against the Soviet capability for an 
effective strike against its land-based retaliatory forces; if 
that can be worked out, all kinds of things become possible. 

9. Kvitsinskiy responded by saying t hat the U.S. was 
threatening Soviet land-based forces with Trident missiles. 
Nitze replied that the Trident I offers no such threat and the 
D-5 will not be along for some years. The point was, Nitze 
emphasized, that if the Soviets relieve the U.S. of the threat 

\~ 
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to the survival of its land-based assets, the U.S. could 
comparably relieve the Soviet side of such a threat to its 
forces. The sides should talk constructively about this and 
resolve the issues necessary to a mutually acceptable 
agreement. 

10. Continuing on sea-based systems, Kvitsinskiy insisted that 
SLCMs be banned. Nitze said that both sides were fully aware 
of the difficulties in verifying the distinction between 
nuclear and non-nuclear SLCMs and in verifying the range 
capabilities of given types of SLCMs. Kvitsinskiy said a 
complete ban would meet many of these problems. Nitze recalled 
a discussion with McClain, Director of the China Lake Naval 
Weapons Laboratory, who had put together a cruise missile 
capable of hitting a ship in the China Sea from Hainan Island 
with parts bought from a Montgomery Ward catalogue. SLCMs had 
become widely dispersed. The U.S. Navy was not going to let 
itself be without SLCMs when Argentina had them. Kvitsinskiy 
said: "But who gave the Argentines their SLCMs?" Nitze 
replied: "The French, but Col. Qaddafi and Castro got theirs 
from the Soviet Union." 

11. Returning to the space issue, Kvitsinskiy asked: "What 
about space strike arms?" Nitze replied that if the 
ground-based threat is relieved, then the need for defenses 
diminishes. Accordingly, we should first agree to limit 
offenses to relieve the ground-based threat; then we can agree 
to appropriate limitations on defenses. Kvitsinskiy said that 
limitations should be made in the reverse order. Nitze said he 
would compromise: "Let's work toward both concurrently." 

12. Kvitsinskiy alleged that some people on the U.S. side 
(otherwise not identified) in Geneva have said the sides can 
discuss establishing a ban on ASAT systems. Nitze replied that 
he had not heard of such. In any event, this would involve 
bann ing ABM and ICBM systems; therefore, the better course 
would be to discuss how we can make communications and other 
such satellites survivable. 

13. Kvitsinskiy then asked about INF. Kvitsinskiy said the 
"walk-in-the-woods" formula was not acceptable to Moscow; it 
provided no compensation for British and French forces. 
Kvitsinskiy added that Nitze had once suggested indirect 
c ompensation for the British and French. (Kvitsinskiy, to 
support his argument that Nitze had suggested indirect 
compensation for the British and French, referred to a piece of 
paper Nitze had given him on November 19, 1983. That paper to 
which Kvitsinskiy referred consisted of points Nitze had been 
instructed by Washington to make. The paper does not 



~ 
make Kvitsinskiy's case but, in any event, the episode is 
reported fully in the attached telegram INF-739 (Geneva 0722). 
Nitze denied the allegation; he told Kvitsinskiy that the 
"walk-in-the-pa·rk" proposal included partial compensation but 
that was Kvitsinskiy's proposal. Nitze reminded Kvitsinskiy 
that he, Nitze, had never made an equal reductions proposal. 
Kvitsinskiy then said that it was Nitze who had made the 
computation concerning equal reductions of 572, resulting in 
122 to 127 SS-20s for the Soviet side. Nitze accepted that; it 
was simple arithmetic after Kvitsinskiy had suggested he look 
at equal reductions of 572. Nitze reminded Kvitsinskiy that 
during their "walk-in-the-park" it was he, Kvitsinskiy, who 
said that the Soviet Government would accept equal reductions 
of 572 if the U.S. Government would propose such. Kvitsinskiy 
nodded and did not challenge the point. Continuing, Nitze said 
that in any event, the Soviet union is not entitled to 
compensation for the British and French forces. Kvitsinskiy's 
only comment was to note the French had deployed another 
submarine; hence, the Soviet side was "now entitled to more 
than 122." 

14. Kvitsinskiy said he would have to report to his superiors 
that Nitze had no proposal on space strike arms, no proposal on 
limiting ASATs, on limiting SLCMs or any proposals on offenses, 
generally. Nitze replied that his purpose during the evening 
had not been to make proposals. Rather, as he had said at the 
outset, he wanted to have a serious, frank discussion with 
Kvitsinskiy on how the twQ might work together to prepare for a 
substantive summit rather than an easier one. Kv.itsinskiy 
replied, "We shouid talk further." 
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INFORMATION 

THE WHIT! HOUSE 

W~l~ING1'0N 

1985 

M.!MOR.ANDOM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM1 

SUBJECT: 

ROBERT C. MCFARLANE'tf-7 

Baekground Reading on the Soviet Unions 
Internal Problems 

---- ~ 

Though Gorbachev ha1 been more active than his predeee11or.s in 
pu•hin9 the SoviP.t foreign policy line in the media, his pre• 
occupation is probably with consolidating his own. power and in 
tackling the burgeoning internal problems which afflict soviet 
aoeiety and the corranuniat sy1tem. 

Attached are three papers which deal with the more impo~tant of 
these problems, the growing malaise in Soviet eoeiaty, the 
1ignifieanee of diaeidenee and religion, and the implicatio;.,1 of 
having to rule an empire made up of many nationalities. 

In reading the paper on Soviet nationalities, it io important to 
bear in mind that non-Ru111an nationalities in th8 Soviet Union 
are quite different from the ethnie groups in our own aociety. 
Most live in their ancestral territory and continue to speak 
languages other than Russia~ as their tirst tongue. ~here ha1 
been very little •melting pot• effect, although many ape4k or 
understand Russian a1 a second language. Almost all ar~ proud of 
their own national language, culture and heritage and are 
determined to preserve it in the face of persistent preaaures to 
become more Rus1ian. 

I believe theae papers will give you some insight into aom@ o! 
the problAm1 Gorbachev will hav~ on his mind~- but wi ll ~void 
mentioning -- when he meet, with you in November. certainly, he 
must take them into account as he make• toreign ~olicy 4eci•iona. 
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USSR: A SOCIETY IN TROUBLE 

Weatern observers have always been struck by the peculiarly 
Rus1ian combination of extraordinary political stability amidst 
appalling social conditions. In any other country, such 
conditions might be e x?eeted to breed constant revolution. In 
Russia, it took a een t Jry of political unrest, capped by four 
yeara of devaatating war, to bring on the 1917 cataclyam. The 
authorities there have traditionally been able to maintain 
control, because they were dealing with a generally paaaive 
population. Economic development and the rise of mass education 
may have made the job more difficult in recent years, but the 
control mechanisms are as effective as ever, The enormous 
problems of Soviet society--problems now perhaps greater in extent 
than at any time in Russian history--still present the regime with 
an administrative challenge rather than a political one. 

Among tne intractable and potentially destabilizing social 
problems plaguing the Soviet ac•ne are: 

--rising rates of alcoholism amo,;g all ma jor population groups, 

--rising mortality rates among children and adult males, 

--ever greater incidenoe of crime and corruption countrywide, 

--an obvious decline in the availability and quality of basic 
public services and consumer 900ds; and 

--a generalized sense that the soviet regime is no longer 
capable of meeting the expectations i~ has generated in the 
population. 

Some of these problems reflect particular cultural traditions, 
others are part and parcel of the soviet aystem. Still other, 
r3present tht unintended consequence• of apecific Moscow 
policies. Each one of them feeds on and reinforces every other, 
however. Together they have produced in the soviet population a 
deep malaiae, a sense that not only n•• s omething gone profoundly 
wron9 in recent years but that t here t a li~tl• chance it will be 
put right any time soon. 

Alcoholism 

Orinking to excess 1• part of the Russian national tradition, 
but in recent years the rates of alcohol conaumption have risen to 
unprecedented levels. Last year, Soviet •tatistica ahow that the 
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USSR'a citizens spent 10 percent or their income ■ on •lcoholic 
beverage■, and more than one in eight 1pent at least one night in 
a sobering-up 1tation. The Soviet union•• a whole dee• not lead 
the world in alccholiam, but it 11 clearly among the leaders, and 
the domeatic impact i• worse than the 1tati1tics su99eat. 
Alcoholism in the USSR ie more concentrated, with the worst 
drinking confined to th• Slavic regions--the Muslim nationaliti•• 
have much lower, albeit riaing, ratee, The Slavic groups thus may 
have the highest rate of alcohol consumption in th• world, 
Furthermore, the Slavic pattern is binge drinking, drinking to get 
drunk and lose consciou1ne,e. As a reault, moat of th• alcohol 
consumed is high proof v0dk1 rather than beer and wine. 

The consequences both immediately and long term are 
staggering in terms of lowered industrial productivity and 
increased accidents at the workplace. Death rates among adult 
males have jumped, and their life expectancy has dropped. And 
because women are drinking more, alcoholism has also contributed 
to a substantial rise in infant mortality through premature births 
and malnutrition of some children, sueh rates of alcohol 
consumption are expected to lead to other forms of social 
degeneration, if they persist. 

The very blatancy of the problem has frequently led Russian 
governments, both Imperial and soviet, to counterattack, but none 
has had any lasting sueeeea, Indeed, many or the campaigns 
against alcoholism have proven counterproductive, Gcrbachev's 
current effort is unlikely to prove any different. Alcohol is 
after all very much part of the national tradition, and therefore 
extraordinarily difficult to root out. And Russians have alwals 
shown themeelves adept at finding alternative sources of alcohol 
or resorting to home brew ahould official auppliee bo cut oft. 
One classic Soviet novel features an apparently typical worker who 
will drink anything fro~ lighter fluid to antifreeze when regular 
liquor is not available. Moreover, depriving Ruaaiane of 
alcohol--the chief form of recreation for many--could lead to 
domeatic restlessness and would certainly reduce state income from 
vodka salee. These laat calculation• uaually have been decisive 
with Rua1ian officialdom over the yeara. 

Demographic Disasters 

Since the revolution, the USSR ha1 auffered I aeries of 
well-known demographic diaaaters--the world wars, revolution, the 
Civil War, Stalin's eollectivization--but by the 1970s their 
impact was generally amoothing out. Two new trends have appeared 
recently, however: a sharply higher rate of infant mortality and 
an increase in deaths among males in their prime workin; yeara. 
Both are un~recedented in aize for modern societie• during 
peacetime and call into que1tion the soviet claim that the USSR ie 
an advanced modern country. 
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soviet infant mortality, western estimates suggest, has risen 
l0 to 50 percent over the last 15 yeara. It now stands at three 
times the rate in the united States and at• level equal to that 
of the most advanced third world countri••• The situation is 10 
embarraaaing that the soviets stopped publishing statistics on 
this question in 1975. (A recent crack in this ban--in a republic 
medical journal from central Asia--atates that mortality among 
children in Tajikistan haa riaen 38,3 percent since 1970, wall 
within western estimates.) These high rates reflect the large 
number of abortions used by Soviet women tor birth control 
(currently six to nine abortions per woman), alcoholism and 
inadequate diet among pregnant mothers, poor medical ••rvices, 
pollution, and the poor quality of the baby formulaa Which must be 
used because most soviet mothers are forced to return to work 100n 
after giving birth, Aa a result, both the size and quality of 
future generations are affected, the next generation facea serious 
medical and ed~cational problems; and observers have every reason 
to question Soviet claims that in the USSR •children are the only 
privileged claas.• The obvious cures nevertheless seam to be 
beyond the interests and resources of the soviet government, 

The rising death rates among adult males are equally 
striking, over the laat 15 years, the lite expectancy of Soviet 
males at birth has apparently dropped to only 56 yeara, the 
1harpest decline ir. any modern society ever, and one that cuts 
into the working life of moet soviet men, thus reducing the size 
of the labor pool. The current high levels reflect induetrial 
accidents, chronic diseases, inadequate diet and medical services, 
pollution, and alcohol consumption, The moat recant increases, 
however, appear tracaable to ileohohism alone, a pattern that 
gives special urgency to Gorbachev•• campaign. 

Crime and Corruation 

Crime ot &ll kinda afflicts the Soviet Union, but corruption 
is a structural feature ot the system, absolutely essential for 
its operation in ita current form, since prices do not reconcile 
demand and aupply for the goods and eervicos that people want. 
Official price• are set artificially low for political reasons; 
1hortage1 are endemic, eo aeeees to goods and service, is 
determined by other meana. Since many soviet citizens have more 
money than access to goods, the cash ia used to obtain things •on 
the side,• a pattern ~hich has led to the creation of an enormous 
second economy. 

Furthar~ore, the planning process Whioh encompasses virtually 
all sphere• of activ i ty •ncourages another torm of corr ~ption, 
both when targets are set and when efforts to meet them are 
made--be th••• target• the average grade of a particular school 
class or th• levels of factory output, Every person seeks to make 
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hie plan aa easy to meet as possible in order to assure his 
bonus. As there is no impersonal market mechanism to aet these 
plan targeta, they are determined by other means, includin; 
corrupt ones. And 1ince the authoritiea view plan tulfillmant as 
more important than legal nicetiea, they tend to •overlook• 
illegalities which produce the results they want. 

Finally, all soviet citizens are conditioned to partioipat, 
in ideological deception and eelt-deception, to say and do thing~ 
they know to be falee. Enormous eynieiam results, a form of 
corruption more corrosive and less susceptible to correction th~n 
any other. 

Every Soviet citizen is thus trapped either aa a direct 
participant in corruption, or as an observer who must report what 
he sees or choose to remain 1il@nt about illegalities. All the 
alternatives contribute to public demoralization. 

Little of this is likely to ehan9e. Prices set to clear the 
market would rise to levels that would make existing ahortage1 
even more blatant. Plans set by market fore•• would erode or 
destroy the role and power of the party. And if ideological 
deceptions were eliminated, the soviet Union would cease to be the 
Soviet Union: no party leader is likely to want to commit auieide, 

Decline• in Public Services 

The abysmal quality of goods and eervices available to the 
public in the USSR is legendary. The Soviet ey1tem has always 
underfulfilled plana for consumer gooda1 shortages are endemic and 
appear to have 90ne from bad to worse recently. Perhapa the 
clearest picture of the 1ituation 11 provided by a ain9le Soviet 
statistic: between 1979 and 1984, the number of hours spent by 
Soviet citizens to acquire consumer goods rose from 180 billicni 
hours a year to 275 billion, 35 billion hours more than soviet 
citizens spend at the workplace. Moat of this extra time is spent 
by woman waiting in line for basic foodstuffs, Indeed, soviet 
sociologists report that soviet women now spend 40 hour, a week st 
the job and another 40 hours a week making purchases and doing th~ 
housework, 

The remedy would require an enor~ou1 investment of funds ~n~ 
a willingness to change the sys t em. Neither is in large supply i o 
Moscow. 

Unrealized Expectations 

Perhapa the greatest problem, and certainly the one which has 
thrown the others into relief is the eurrentlY widening 9ap 
between popular expectations and the capacity ot the regime to 
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m••t th•m. Prom the 1950• to th• mid-l970s, the soviet people 
experienced a growth in real income averaging more than 3 percent 
annually, Soviet citizen• could reaeonably expect eom• upward 
mobility both for themeelvee and their children. And becauae of 
the special experience of World War II, they generally shared the 
value1 of the ruling elite and accepted the explanation that 
remaining ditficultiea were traceable to th• war. Recent 
development• have calle~ all this into qu11tion, The soviet 
economy 11 stagnating, Opportuntiea for upward mobility are 
fewer, tnu1 freezing existing class distinctions. nemoqraphic 
development• have placed severe constraints on the regime's 
ability to push economic development as it has in the past by 
increasing labor inputs, And both maae and elite groupe are 
acquiring a broader and more divergent set of values. Despite 
heavy ,amming, nearly one soviet adult in six now listens to 
toreign radio broadcasts at least once a week, and many are 
willin; to discuss and criticize domestic soviet policies now that 
the eoete of doing 10 have declined, 

The impact of economic stagnation is particularly great, For 
many soviet 0itizen1, it calla into question the implicit social 
contract established after the death of Stalin which linked 
popul5r 1upport for the regime with the regime's ability to 
deliver the goods. rurther, it ha• reduced th• regime's ability 
to use material incentiv11 to drive the workforce. Ae a result, 
the authorities are forced to rely more on ideological 
ones--typically less eftective--and may be compelled to turn again 
to coercive ones in the future, even though the latter would 
probably be lees productive now than they were in the past. Thie 
stagnation h11 1110 contributed to the expansion of 
blackm•rketeering and other forma of corruption. once again, the 
obviou1 remedies are either unwelcome or impoaaible, a fact that 
both soviet citizens and their leaders recognize. 

• • • • • • 
!ven taken together, these problems do not now threaten the 

1tability of the Soviet system. Nor have they led to the 
c~ystallization of an active opposition, Instead, they have 
produced an alienated 1ociety, aomethin9 which m«y prove more 
difficult for the regime to control than ia the ralatively small 
di~~ident movement, In the near future, the most obvious impact 
of th~ee problems will be to force the regime to devote greater 
resources to its control mechanisms in order to inaulate both 
itself and 1ta goals trorn these popular attitudes, ov~r the 
longer haul, their impact may prompt a soviet leader to ■ eek major 
reforms, but at every point he will be frustrated by powerful 
groups which have a 1tak1 in the atatua quo, even though that 
status quo haa locked soviet society into a disaatiafied, cynical, 
and aimless present, 
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Dissent in the USSR 

Di11idents are individual• wb:> publicly protest regime action• or express 

ideas that the re:J'ime tinos conauy to its interests. hy do not ecnstitute 

an organize opposition ae4t>dr,; p:)litieal power. Intellectual dissidents 

involved in the h1.1r.an right■ movanent challenge the regime in the r.alrn of 

ideas but not in the realm of politics, at least not 10 tar. Other for:ms of 

dissent--the anlgration movenent, religion---b&sically represent atta-npts to 

escape authority rathc than to change the 1y1tan. 

Intellectual Dissent 
.l ...... 
,{! ,\-

Intellectual d·issent ·t.egan in the early 1960s, when l<hr\ishchev'• ·move 

toward destalini zation ga\te riae to false expectations of a wider inter:nal 

liberalization. I<hruahcheV'• ou1ter in 1964 represented the victory of 

conservative reaction within the soviet ltaderahip1 repression of dissent 

increased, especially inten1itying after the 19~8 invasion of 

Czechoslovalda. ~n rightl dissent revived on a analle: aeale in the mid

l970s, when detar:te am t1lll ·aign!n; of tbe CS:! Accords once again 1timulated 

hopes that at.t"ictures on ba•ic: ~ rights W0ul.d be relaxed. In1teld, the 

KrEmlin moved forcefully a;alrwt tm Dall ;i:oups that were attanpti~ to 

p.ublici• regime violation• of the cs:!: hur.an righ~ provisions. 'l'odty the 

hUMn righta movanent is at a low et= am sakharov, ita moat prcninent and 

articulate repreNntative, is i..olatm in the provincial city of Gorky. 

Although theM h\Jt\an rigbU di Mideratl are wall known in thl We5t, they 

cc:mnard little 1upport in the USSR itself. Many people see th~ a1 a self

interested, ~patriotie lot that NrW th8 ~po•• of Western intelligence 

servieea. h r99fme has h.O consir5cable 11.:CC'II-U in exploitir,:g popular anti-



Sanitie f"lir,a1 aa a waapon againat the dissident,. . 

groups s1.eh as the CS:E monitoring 9roup are c:am-,only vi...-l u 

little mo.re than devices for Jews wantir"9 to leave the e-ount:y. Sakharov is 

sanethirq of an exception. In a::rne intelleet1J1l ~ircles his eontinenent in 

Gorky is re&rred eo as "Lenin in exile" a~ USIA interviewirJJ of large 

nunbers of Westerners i.i.no have had contaot with soviet eul tural figures 

revealed that 1T0st soviet artisu fdnired him a, a noble figure. 

More influential than the h:.znan rights di111dents are a gro~p of 

intellectual writers wn:, have a atrongly nationalist orientation. While 

taking ear• to avoid cri tieizing the regitne directly, they call for a moral 

regeneration ot ~••ia on the basis of traditional values a.nd,,Jtuasian 
J .; \ 

Orthodoxy-mtJah •• Solzhenitsyn does. -ibeae nationaliat,, w::i~r• reportedly 

h.sv~ ~~ c:ult\Jretl he::-oe::, wt&J .. tluulcSt.tt tl._ <liac..,c1'll.ta~\. of large n\J'llber1 C>f 

people with the soviet syst«n as a whole. 

Also influential are the growin;i m.rnber of cultural figures wh:> have 

ani9rated--si.x:h as the praninant writer Vladimov, who left in 1983, art;!~ 

avant garde theater director: Lil.tJimov, who depart~ in 1984. Many 
; ·. 

intellaetlli!lls ranaining in the ClSSR have becane "iMer emi9re1" who follow the 

at fairs ard wri tinga of the cnigr• eannuni ty with great interest throu;h the 

medi"'1'n of H11tern raHo b:~cutin;. 'ttlis has in effect e:eated an 
. . 
alternative ~ssi&n cultural c:ente:: that ma:,y soviet intell.etual1 !ind more 

vigorous anj appealiD; than the stUltifyinq official Soviet culture. 4n'te 

renewal ot jarmin; o! Radio L!Dcty has :educed the ace.as of soviet 

intellectual• to news f:an the rwig:e eamiunity, but IQJ'le 0:oadea1ting still 

geta thr01.7iJh. 

Soviet leader• awear keenl:t concerned that the ideas of the an.all group 

of active dissident• cow.d have resonance within the intelliqentaia as a 



~'hOle. bir public atatanants 1ugge&t they are worried about the political 

reliability of the intelligentsia, a~ apprehension that 

the popularity ot the nationalist writers eould tu:n Russian national feelin;i 

into anti-regime c:hannel1. »x1Y• all, the 1wer1hip probably fears that 

conservative ~ssian nationalian appeals even to many el i tes-perhapa 

es{:eCially w1 th1n the military--who a:t coni:t:ned tMt the ~z:ty hA.s· ~QM 

too effete •~ corrupt to rule the c:OWltrY effectively. 

sane leaders tear that popular grievances over 

livi11:1 conditions could converge wit:h the protests of intellectual dissidents 

about hUTian rights abuses, At e.arly as 1977, for exanple, d1.1ring a period of 

tight food aupplies, SOviet leade;• ... we,e "acutely 
~\i \ 

. , i, 

aware" of countrywide critician of food shortages, a~ ~t the leadership 

fearerl easirl3 restriction, on dissidents could abet a trera of criticisn in 

the country ara create an "explosive" climate. Since the late Brezhnev tears, 

eoneern within the elite that unrest 

could b€<:CM wide1pread. Event• in PolarxS probcly increased leadership 

1en1itivities about; t~ pos1ibility ot coordinat ion btt~n Soviet 

intellect.al d1'111dents arrl worker d'issident:a-~o since the late 1970s have 

made several at~ts to organize unoffieial trade unions. There has in fact 

been little 1uch c:ooperation to date. 

Rel;gioa 

Sy u.r :he most ~:anatic developnent in soviet dissent in rec-,t ye.ars 

has beec the axttaorcE ::ary l)urgeonirq of religion. The most important teason 

for thia phenanenon seer.s to l:le simply that many citizens are aee>cing 

spiritual. refuge f~aa w'hat they see as the dr~ne•• am moral anptinesa of 

eontepoi:ary soviet li:a. '!tie growth of religion is of concern to soviet 

autho:iti•• for 1everal ru30nsr 



- In many utas religion reinforoes anti-Ruasian nationalian. In 

Lithuania ar.i ihe .waa~rn part of Ukraine, where probably a majority 

of thl population 1, Catbolie, the church has historically 1'een 

associated with strivinga for independence ~au Rua1ia. Similarly, in 

Soviet cant:al Alia the Islsnic reli;ion has provida:J a rallyirg point 

for th0M resisting ~asian danination--.as, for •~anple, during the 

Baanaehi revolt of t.'1e 19201, which took many years for the regime to 

suppress. 

- Unlilce intellectual dissent, religion has a mau baN,..eYen in Russian 
.) .~; '~ 

areas. Protastant f1.JManentalian 11 growiD"iJ in newly;' indu.ttrialized 

areas of the Russian republic, and Ru1sian Orthodoxy 1• · attracting 

adherents in the older cities of the Russian heartland. 

-- Increasingly, z;-eli9ion cuts aeross elaas a~ generational lines. 

Religion i1 :·;rowir,; 1m0~ l)lue collar worker:s as well as arnon; the 

educated claJse3. And, for thl first time •ince 1917, r•li9ion ~ 

att:acti~ large n\.ftlbera of Russian youth. Andropov 

eanplainm in 1982 that many soviet young people were turniDi t0 

reli9ion as a way of expressing dis,.,t. 

-- R:.:,ligion opens the door to external influences. 'Ihe election of a 

Slavic piopa served as a stimulus to religious activity in the Weatem 

borderla~s of the USSR, where the Clthol ic clergy haa lon; maintained 

clartktstine ties with the church hiatatchy in Pola~. The resu.r:genca 

of Islamic !\mdaental 1an in the Middle r.tst, and the i,e: in , 



Afghanistan, have raised ~•lim c::onscio~aness in SOViet central A.iia, 

lNdin; to eevual incident• of 1.Ztrut there, 

t-t>st religiou• .. ))eliever• in the OSSR &r• members ot "registered" or 

"ofticial" chw:eh•• \rltio abide by the regime's strictures on religious 

activity--11Jeh aa the ban on proselytizing and on reli9iotJa instruetion for 

ehildren--in exchange for being allowed to · ~r1hip in peace, Clergy for these 

ehurehes must be approved ~Y the regitrs and acme ot theu serve as 

propagandists for regime policy-usin; their aermons to preach the party line 

regarding foreign polic:y, for exanple, The regime attanpta to u• these 

official ehurehea to keep the activities of religious believe,y , .. under close 
. I ;~ · \ 

aurveillance arx.1 supervision, It especially UNI the official R1J11ian 

orthodox Church as an in1trunent of bperialian, by giving it 1pecial 

privileges (more Bibles, more church buildir,;s) to enable it to lure believers 

away fran churches associated w1 th anti-Russian nation&liS'!\, 

Similarly, the regime exploits the visits of well-inte."ltione.i foreign 

religious leaders 1iieh as Billy Grahan. ~h viaita assist the regime in ' 

publieizi~ the existence of "religious tz:e~c:m" in the USSR. ~, by 

allowing viii ting ministers to preaeh at official dlur~hes but not to outlawed 

corqregation1, the ter.in-e anli1t.s their tacit Nnction for ·the official 

chl.tt'che• aa the ''legi eimate" one•. Daspi te u. -Eact that the r81jime attanpta 

to use the official churchea tor its o~ p~~, b.:>tii1ever, the growing 

m.rnbers wcrahipping in theN ehurches testifies to the failure ot ~rxist 

ideology in ccrnpeting with old-fashioned religion !Dr the "hear ta ard mioos" 

of the Soviet population. 

Mc~e aignificantly, the nl.Znber of unotfic:ial ecngreJatioNI of all fai tha 

a~pears to be inereasing. Many of these 9roupe have develo~ elan:lestine 



ccrcu,1,ieationa networke that enal)l• than to collect thouswe of ai9nature1 on 

a ~t:y-wid• ba1i1 for petitiona, and ragululy to publiah ille;al 

literature (la\ildat). 

-- In tnaaine a Nni-secret catholic ehurch organization ~s 

aa many aa 350 prie1t1 conducti~ aervioes illegally. Since the 

1utm1r of 1984, ten i11uea of a new aauizdat "Ol.toniele of the 

Ukrainian catholic 0lurch" have appeared. 

- In Lithuania, a catholic: camuttee for the Defense of Believer•' 

Righta ha1 bNl'l activ. in petitionin. for an end to repre11ive , .... , 

legialation a;ainat reli9ion. The "Chronicle of,the :rJi-ian 
··, .,. •, 

Catholic O'lw:ch," which fir1t appeared in 1972, ranaina ·one of the . 

moat vigoroua aanizdat journals in ~ country. 

-- 'nle 1mregistered Protestant aects~s£)8Cially the Baptiata and 

Penteeoatal~~-a~e attractin; large nll\'il:,er1 of rural, factory aM \lib_i_ te 

collar ""°rkers · tl'\roughout the country. Many of these groups are 

zealous to the point of being fanatic in protesting such regime 

maasurea a1 "accidental" 2>urni?¥3s ot ehw:ohu and forcible rcnovala of 

children fran ~rents' hanel to prevent their receiving a religiou, 

Up)rin;ing. '!bey reepon:S to repreasion by engaging in mas• civil 

disobedience --such as ]:)urning internal passports and resisting 

ind~tion into the military. aie isolated Far Eastern village is 

virtually at war With the re;iffle. It baa ~99ed in 90ntinuing 

proteati for several years, inc:l\.ding tow: ccmnunity hungc ati:ikea. 

'ft)ou1arda of Pentecostals continue to apply for snigrat1on vi1a1 



.,' 

despite the tagime'• ab10lute refusal to .9rant then, With the 

aui1tanee ot sane ragi ■e..re::5 Baptist congregations, the moffieial 

Bapti1t.s pUbliih three aanifdat journals, on. ot whieh i1 printtd in a 

trouaard ccpie1 monthly. 

in 1'\lalim areas of central Asia and 

the <:auc:aaus a fully devalop«I undergrouro r•l igious structure 

edits, illegal Mrninaries are educating 

· mullahs who teach tslan to children in unofficial moaques. -

expressed concern that soviet Central Asians 

a:a danarr:Ung more power for th9 l't.111:tm elergy at the ,,xpense of tl'V! 

, 

!:5ime Aapre1sion 

Durin; the 19801 the regi.-ne has r~sorted to harsher repression o! dissent 

than it has anplo~ since Stalin's day. 1979 ~• a watershed year. With the 

invasion of Afghanistan,_ soviet lee•:$ becane less concerned to avoid 

antac;onizing Wi!l8tern :l•adera am publie opinion. With the outbreak ot u~••t 

in Polarx1, they !:>er:ar.• more coneerned to e:ack down on dissent inside the USSR 

itself. 

tn 1982 the regime tightened t'l'ae ac:rews ev9n mote. 'Iha intanai f i(:ation 

of repression coirx:Jdm with the political aacwancy of Ardropov, a~ there 

has ceen no let-..:p \n!er Got~M"-1. fl-le erackdown on dissent ia a0n1i1tent 

with hi• overall •f~r~ to shor. up disc:ipline, reassert party oontrol in 

various areas of life, i~rease ideological purity, a~ hilightan vigilance 

against "alien" ideas. 'l".w ~urrent head of the KC'B, Chabri kov, 

ha• been in the forefront of those taking a 

hard line 19ainat dissent, 0-.bri'.<cv wss previou1ly M~ ot the KGB 



directorate r .. p0n1ibl• for internal sec:uri ty and hal bNn actively invol't'ed 

in 1upei:vi1in; repreuion of diaeent. ror e>eample, he was r•ponaibl• tor 

handlin; the &olZhenita)Tl caee. 

Since 1979 aev,rai new tactics have been tmpl~: t:he urut of 

dissidents on varioua talae c:rfminal rather than political char9e11 planting 

drug.a and other incriminating evidence in the residences of dissidents to 

provide the basis for such charges, the resenteneir,g on t.r~-up c:harie• of 

dis1idenu already serving tei:ms to prevent: their release on achedule1 

increased confinment in ps~hia.tric hospitals; increased harassment of 

foreign c:ontaet1 of di1sidant1 and other actions deaigned to curtail dissident 
:;.•:·· . .•. 

c:cmmmioation with foreigners, such as changirq the legal ~ 7 to broad., tha 
( :_ l ·.>/):\{tt· .. · 

definition of 'fitlat constitutes a "etate aeez:et," \li'hich would make it NSier tD 

bring treaaon c:hargee against dissidents · who t-1k to foreigner•; injuc::tin; 

dis1idents into the military; increased use of violence both against ~litical 

prisoners arli againat dissidents still "at large." 

ie]ime brutality has intimidated many dissidents into a c:anplete 

cessation of activity, but ot~iers have merely been driven undergroun:5. &a. 

of t~se--SNing no prosp,et for ehan;e within the systan, having no drana 

foz: the future, and disillusioned about the effe:::·tivtness of W.1tern 1upport

ara advocating more ra.Ji-eal t.aetie1 of pi:ot•st, 1uch as the fo:nation of 

oppo•ition groupe with pol1t1qal act1on p.,ogurr~, t-ast yea: NVeral 

diu.idents were arrested f0r settirq up a social osnoc:ratic Party that called 

for a multi-party danoeracy. othat diasidenta z:•port a "kara~kaze" attit~e 

sno~ sane mi ttered youth, a twency to glorify personal 1aer ific:•• made 

for the nke ot :he cause. A 1pid t of despair and a re&ldinen to beeQ11111 

martyrs is even more pronol.l'\ee:S in 1eme O'lri1tian c<mnunitiea-eapecially -~ 

~rsecute:! Pw1teeo1tal.i, Bapti1ta and Ukrainian Catholics, who seen to take 



the viw that they have "noWn; to loN but their chlina." At thlt MDe timl, 

with the door to ei9ration all but clOMd for Soviet Jew, many of thlm have 

alao beeam bolder an:! more active in pz:uairr, tor cultural fteedcns for Jews 

imide the tSSR. 

' Over the past NVeral year• the• have 'beac\ a few report• of terrorist 

:L~cidenta .in the U!SR. nic• Mve al10 been a few reports that gun& u• now 

availa!)le on the blaek market in 'l\tla, a C«lter tor the manufacture of SMll 

az:ma, an5 that this has been a 10urce of conccn within the KGB. In an 

environnent of harsh repres1ion, the p;>ssibility cannot ~ discounted that 

opposition ~ the regime might au\lnl more violent focna-Gapecially in ueas 

•~h as OJcrain• that have tradition. of a~ resistanc::e to J\tli.ian rule. 
~ ?l ·~ 

I , , 

'lbua, the aorbaehev leadership eonfronu a di11ident CCl1m~ity that is 

r.. '-".. l (except tor the religious l>elievel's) w dcoralized. lklt a new breed 

of diaaident may be developin; that ii more hardene:!, more inolinld to engage 

in extrsne foans of protest, and in this sen• perhaps more of a pcoblErn for 

the regime. 

At the &lnnit 

Soviet leade:1 prObably really do believe that ~t they do inaida their 

Ct.a C0'%1try 11 none of ow: busine••• They certainly believe that the 

adversary'• inte:nal problans are fair 9ame tor ;copaga:diata, but probably 

taa the vi.w that inject!.~ c?itieian of internal policy into high diplcmacy 

is nothiO:J more than a cheap poli t!eal maneuver. 

It 1• true that for a time in the 1970., the Soviets we=e responsive to 

US overtura on tiehllf of diNid.,ta, especially with regard to Jewish 

1miq:ratlon. aJt the internal rapercusaiona ot detante policies have given 

many lit>viet la~ers second th0u;ht1, creatinq a p0litioal climate that is not 

'"°ntluciva to intemal liberalization. Jewilh anigraticn atirred l4' other 



diaaffect.S minorities who wntld to leave. 'nW departure of prminant 

inta11ectual1 to the M11t served •• a magnet ~r thoee left: behini!. ~r• 

generally, in tha view of many Soviet officials, thl increa• in ccntacts 

betwen soviet ci tiuns and forei9nc1 in the l970e hid • negative effect on 

t:-hit attittdea ard t»eh'avioz: of tlw pcp~ation. in 

1982, for unple, that middle ard senior level ~rty officials believed that 

the econanic benefit• of detente had been bought at a dm,erow. political 

pr iee m:1 that the USSR mU11t now prottct i eself f:aT1 beinc, "--.:npm" by 

Western idea• by cuttin; back on aocial, C'1Jltural am political o::intac:t with 

the Wlat. 

The OS aanc:tions followin; the invasion of Atghaniatan ~ .- tl1II 
.l ~ ' ·,, 

declaration of am:tial law in POlard also had an ettaot en tl'»~ps~bolo;y of 

SCviet oftieial1. Q:n:bachev himNlt has Nlrn«i eapec_ially C::CD-'emed to avoid 

becQftirq vulnerable to us preaaw:e of any ao:t. 

With theN practical an:! paycbological factor• at '#:>rk, OOrbechev will 

probably be extreiely ~ecepti~ to appeals on behalf of dissidanta. The 

incentive• would hav~. -to be powerful toz: him to c::cnai~er "co.nceesiona" in this 

area. In any event, any major -deei•ion--such a1 a dtchion "!O aUcw Sakharov 

to return to !-t>ac:~uld _robll)ly require eon.aultation wit..~ ou.c \lolitburo 

l'Mlli:)ers. nw.. Poli ~w:o ha• ~ involved in past daciliona CCNt pr:cminant 

dissident.s and e"aigre1--1i.a:h •• ~,t.ropovich--and aanet=es there~• been 

di•agr•cnent within the leadership over how to .~le particular CUK. 
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THI SOVlET ONION'S NATIONALITY PROBLEM 

Th• Soviet Union 18 the moat ethnically diverse country in 
th• world. It haa mor• than 130 national groups each with its 
own language, culture an4 attitude•. Otten these affect 
Moecow'a ability to implement its domeetic policies and at a 
minimum rtqijir• th• Soviet authorit1•• to maintain a tighter 
control on the population than would otherwise be the caae. 
These problems are eompounde~ by the faot that the soviet Union 
i• the only major country in which the dominant nationality--in 
this case, the Russiana--forms only I bare majority of the 
population and may eoon become a minority, Up to now, Moscow 
has been able to cope w1th this situation through a combination 
of ideological and organizational meaaures and an often 
displayed willingness to use force against any oppo1ition. 

The Ethnic Moaaic 

The USSR 11 a veritable ethnic museum housing more than 130 
different, often exotic groups. They range from 1mall 
reindeer-herding tribes in Siberia with no written language or 
independent political tradition to ancient Islamic 
civilizations in Central Asia to large, modern induatrial 
societies in the Baltic region which were indepen~ent countries 
until world war II. While each is, of course, important to its 
members, most are politically irrelevant: The smallest 100 
nationalitie1 make up 1ea1 than 2, of the total population. 
Indeed, their current prominence in the soviet federal system 
reflects M01cow'e long-term policy of divide-and-rule, of 
preventing the formation of large communities by eponeoring 
small ones. Th• larger nationalitie1 that do matter can be 
divided into five major ethnographic ~roupa: 

(l), The Russians, Now forming 52\ of the population, the 
Russians arlthe t:aditional core of the state. They dominats 
its central apparatus and military and determine both the 
political culture and offie11l lang~age of the country, They 
have paid a heavy economic ~rice to maintain their dominance, 
enjoyed few benefits from their poas•••iona, and are now in 
demographic decline. Indeed, 1ometime within the next decade, 
their low birthrates and high death r•t•• when combined ~1th 
the high birthrates among cent~al Asian Muslims will make them 
a minority in their own country. In an authoritarian political 
syatem, thie shift will not have any immediate political 
consequences, but it h•• already had the p1ychol09ical effect 
of giving many Russians a aenae of insecurity and uncertainty 
about th~ future. 
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(2), Other Slava, Th• Ukrainian• (161 of the population) 
and Beloru11iana (4,> are ~ulturally ,1rn111r to the ,11v1c 
Ruaaians. When these three nat1onal1tiee etand together--and 
it ie an arrangement Moecow has long aougnt to promote--they 
form 12, of the total, a healthy majority unlikely to be 
challenged for several hundred years. But on many 
i11ues--1ncludin9 ruasifieation and economic development--theae 
groups find themselves in conflict, a pattern that 1ug9e1ts any 
Slavic brotherhood may contain as much hoatility aa agreement. 

(3). Th• Muslim Nat1onalitie1, Now forming 181 of the 
total population, tne hl1tor1cai!y Islamie peoples of central 
Asia and th• caueaeua are culturally, ling~istically, and 
racially diatinct from th• alavic majority. In addition, they 
represent the fastest growing ee9ment of the soviet populace: 
In Turkmenistan, for example, one woman in aix has at least 10 
children. Because of their rapid growth, they form an 
increasing 1hare of military drafteee--now more tnan 301--and 
of new entrants to the workforee--up to SOI by the mid-+9901. 

(4). The Christian caueaeus. The ancient Chriatian 
nationa of Georgia and Armenia together form 3, of th• 
population. While each ia culturally distinct and haa enjoyed 
independence in the past, both are more than usually loyal to 
the soviet system and enjoy special privileges. Th• Armenians 
aee M01cow as their protector against Turkey, and both enjoy 
aecess to the large official and black markets of the USSR. 
Because of their ehurehea and emigre communities abroad, both 
play a role in soviet foreign policy, Perhaps for this reason, 
they both have been able to retain their distinctive 
alphabets--the only other nations who have are the aaltic 
etatea who were incorporated into the soviet Union only at the 
end ot World War II--and to defend many of their s~ecific 
national tradition,. 

(5). Tht Baltic Ra!ublies. Eatonia, Latvia and Lithuinia 
are the mo•t paee1onate y anti-Soviet and anti-Ruaa1ian re9ions 
of tne soviet Union; out forming only 31 of the population, 
they have •elaom been in a position to act on their feelings. 
As one Moscow official is reputed to have told a Baltic 
communist in the late l940e, soviet nationality policy in that 
re9ion conaiata in having enough boxcars ready--a reference to 
the brutal mass deportation• which followed the Soviet 
annexation in 1945. T~eee three republics are the rnoat 
European in the USSR and enjoy a standard of living far higher 
than the Ruaaians do, At the same time, they feel profoundly 
threatened by the influx of alavs into their homeland• and by 
the ongoing russification ot their local institutiona. 

Thea, nationalities, lixe moat others, hav9 their own 
soviet-created national territories in which they have at least 
eome cultural and political institution• in their native 

__. TU ,H'i~P\ 11541.,efl If F1aet 
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1an9ua9ea. Indeed, that 11 the essence of soviet federalism. 
aut nearly on• soviet in tive--aome SS million pe0ple••live1 
outaide hi1 national home. The Russians have no real problem 
beeauae there are Russian-language inatitutions virtually 
everywhere, ror the other, however, native-language 
institutions do not exist outside their national territories; 
and many of them find themaelvea victims of discrimination and 
are being forcibly aaaimilated. 

The Major Proble~~ 

There are a number of major i11ue1 in which the 
multinational 11pect of the population plays an especially 
important role. 

Regional Development, Any movement ot labor and capital in 
a lar~e multinational state tends to become invested with 
ethnic meaning or to be limited by ethnic considerations. The 
soviet Union ia no exception, Central Asians in the soviet 
•sunbelt,• for example, are very reluctant to move to tne 
industrial heartland which ia located in the less h01pit1ble 
north; and Russians are reluctant to send capital away from 
their own •rustbelt' to build factories in Central Aaia-•where 
most of the new labor ia to be found. consequently, Moscow is 
forced to choose between economically rational development 
strategies WhiOh would exacerbate ethnic feelings (be it by 
0h1n9in9 invo1tment pattern• or forcing movement of workers) 
and an ethnically responsive ones Which result in slower 
economic growth, 

MilitarI StatfiZ:S· An increasing fraction of new draftees 
for the sov et Army eome from central Aaia, and many of them do 
not know Russian well. Aa • result, the soviet military has 
~een force~ to spend an increasing amount of time teaching auch 
recruit• Russian1 the language of command, and the central 
Asian aoldiera have their national 1en1itivities heightened by 
the experience. To date, the army has been able to cope, but 
soviet general• often complain about the poor quality of 
aoldiera they get from non-Russian areas. As the pereenta9e ot 
sueh soldiers rieee, thia problem too may become worse. 

Ruaa1t1cat1on. Every country needa a lingua franca, a 
language in Which everyone can do buaine11, In the soviet 
union, th•~ lan9uage is for historical and political reasons 
Russian. Per many nationalities, learning Russian poaea no 
threat to national iaentity; indeed, it may even heighten it by 
bringing individual& into contact Wi th other 9roupa • . In other 
cases, however, language ia central to identity; and any 
auggeation that another language should be acquired is seen as 
a threat to national axiatence. In Georgia, for instance, 
people rioted •t tha mere ~uggeetion that Russian should be 
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legally equ1l to Georgian in that republio. Clearly, aom• 
Soviet officials believe that l1arnin9 Ruaaian is the firat 
1tep toward th• aaaimilation of non-Rua11ane into the Ru11idn 
nation, but more and more they are recognizing that a knowledge 
of that language may have exactly the oppoeite effect, 

Combattin9 Foreign Influence, The soviet government haa 
alwaya tried to aeal off its population from any foreign 
influence. ,or both geographic and political reasons, this 
effort ha1 been lea1t successful in the non•Russian periphery 
ot the country. Central Aaian Mualima are very much aware of 
what is 90in9 on eleewher• in the Mualim world, and the Baltic 
peoples look to Poland and the we.et more often than- to Moscow. 
As a result, many Russian officials in Moacow viaw these groups 
as virtual Trojan horses for foreign influences, an attitude 
that reinforces what for many are natural preju~icee. 

Di11ent in the Non-Ru11ian Areas. Diaaent there ie very 
different from that at the center, It ia generally hidden from 
foreign view. It ha1 the potential for violent masaive protest 
because it has deeper root• in the local population, And, 
under certain cond1tion1, it may even enjoy a certain sympathy 
with and hence protection from local officials who may aleo 
oppose Moacow 1 1 line. Ae a result, M01cow's ability to 
suppreea di1aent ia somewhat limited--eepecially in regions 
such as Georgia and E1ton1a where the local language 1• 
virtually inaccessible to Russian, on the acene. 

Proapects fer the Future 

The soviet Union ia likely to face increasing national 
probl•m• in the future. Economic progr••• has meant that more 
~uaaiane and non-Ru1sians are coming into direct competition, 
often for the first time, While the recent slowing of economic 
growth means that there ia a smaller pie to be divided among 
group~ that are growing at very difftrent rates. And the 
federal structures originally created to be symbolic of 
national rights are acquiring defender, and becoming ever more 
real. In the past, Moscow has been able to mana9e throu9h • 
combination of guile and force. In th• near term, that is 
likely to be enough, But over the longer haul, these 
nationality-baaed tenaion• may weaken the soviet •Y•tem or 
prompt its leaders to return to a more harshly coerciYe policy. 

orafted:INR/SEi:PGoole 
8/8/85 x23230 
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NI', TIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON , D .C . 2050 6 

6759 

August 28, 1985 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C. MCFA7fNE 

FROM: JACK F. MATLO (}I\ 

SUBJECT: Armand Hammer 

Per your request, I have drafted a Presidential letter to 
Armand Hammer (Tab A). I have made inquiries regarding the 
report that he underwent surgery in July. Hammer's staff is 
doing their best to minimize this and avoid any publicity. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the mem/ot ab 
letter for signature. 

Approve 

Attachments: 

I forwarding the Presidential 

Disapprove 

Tab I Memo to the President 

Tab A Preside ntia l Letter to Hammer 



,..... ' 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGT O N 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: ROBERT C. MCFARLANE 

SUBJECT: Letter to Armand Hammer 

Issue 

Get well letter to Armand Hammer . 

Facts 

6759 

Armand Hammer underwent fairly serious prostate surgery in July. 
He is now recuperating. 

Discussion 

Your letter (Tab A) expresses your concern and wishes him a 
speedy recovery. 

Recommendation 

OK No 
That you sign the letter to Armand Hammer . 

Attachment: 

Tab A Letter to Armand Hammer 

Prepared by: 
Jack F. Matlock 
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T H E WHITE HO USE 

WAS HI NGTO N 

Dear Armand: 

I've just heard about your surgery in July, and 
am relieved to learn that your recovery has been 
rapid. That makes two of us! 

With best wishes, 

Dr. Armand Hammer 
Chairman 

Sincerely, 

Occidental Petroleum Corporation 
10889 Wilshire Boulevard 
Suite 1600 
Los Angeles, California 90024 



I. PURPOSE 

~ 
THE WHITE HOUSE 

MEETING 
DATE: 

LOCATION: 
TIME: 

FROM: 

WASHINGTON 

August 30, 1985 

WITH SUZANNE ~.ASSIE 
September 3, 1985 
Oval Office 
9:45 a.m. - 10:00 a.m. 

ROBERT C. MCFARLANE-ft 

6518 fog) 

To discuss U.S.-Soviet relations prior to Suzanne's return 
to the Soviet Union, and inquire on the progress of her new 
book. 

II. BACKGROUND 

In response to her letter of July 28, you phoned and agreed 
to see Suzanne prior to her departure for the Soviet Union. 
Suzanne is currently writing a book on the Pavlovsk Palace 
in Leningrad. 

III. PARTICIPANTS 

The President 
The Vice President (at his discretion) 
Chief of Staff Regan (at his discretion) 
Robert C. McFarlane 
Suzanne Massie 
Jack F. Matlock 

IV. PRESS PLAN 

Private meeting. 

V. SEQUENCE OF EVENTS 

Informal open discussion. 

Attachment: 

Talking Points 

Prepared by: 
Jack F. Matlock 

Tab A 
Tab B 
Tab C 

Letter from Suzanne Massie, August 28, 1985 
Letter from Suzanne Massie, July 10, 1985 

cc: Vice President 
Donald Regan 



TALKING POINTS FOR THE PRESIDENT'S MEETING 

WITH SUZANNE MASSIE 

THE OVAL OFFICE, SEPTEMBER 3, 1985 

9:45 a.m. - 10:00 a.m. 

Thank you so much for your letters and for sharing your 

thoughts on your trip to the Soviet Union earlier this 

spring. 

You know the Russians so well. What do you think I should 

bear in mind most as I get ready for my meeting with 

Gorbachev? 

The Soviets still seem more interested in playing propaganda 

games than in getting down to serious negotiation. Is there 

anything we can do to influence them to get serious? 

What do you think Gorbachev wants out of our meeting? 

I wish you a good trip and look forward to hearing your 

impressions when you return. 



President Ronald Reagan 
The White House 
Washington D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President, 

Deer Isle, Maine 04627 
August 10, 1985 

You would have laughed had you seen my youngest 

daughter's face when she came in to get me as I was trying 

inexpertly to pound a forged iron lamp into a resistant 

log wall. " Morn," she said, a little ashen faced,"It's 

President Reagan!" I smiled and kept on pounding. "No," 

she said, " I 'rn not kidding. It is, really!" 

It was indeed a wonderful unexpected surprise to hear 

your voice a few days ago, and how very kind it was of you 

to take the time to call me. Of course I hope you will 

make allowance for my being a bit startled, but I am sure 

that by now you are used to that effect you hav~ on people. 

What was best was to hear your voice so strong and well 

despite your recent operation. I was happy to hear that 

not only were you feeling better, but that you were even 

contemplating riding horseback!. Still, I hope that 

despite your extraordinarily rugged constitution -and true grit, 

you will be careful. 

As we discussed, I had a quite unusually productive 

trip to the Soviet Union this spring. I spent over two 

months there, returning only in mid-June, working on my 

book about the restoration of one of the palaces outside 

Leningrad. The saga of the Russian people's determination 

to rebuild their lost past despite the onslaughts of both 

Communism and Nazism is exciting -- a universal story that 

reflects on the marvelous capacity of human beings to 

dedicate themselves to ideals of spirituality and beauty 

despite all disasters. 
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While I was in the Sov,iet Union I was treated, as 

indeed I have always been treated by ordinary Russian citizens, 

with great hospitality and generosity. Because of the many 

and varied contacts I have built up there over so many years, 

I saw a broad spectrum of people both humble and mighty, 

and I believe I can say that few, if any foreigners, have 

recently been accorded such a broad arena of contact. 

Quite unexpectedly, while I was in Leningrad, Mr. Gorbachev, 

to whom I had sent two of my books, responded with a cordial 

and personal message about my work. I have written him a 

letter of thanks and requested a meeting with him to discuss 

various matters pertaining to my new book. 

Certainly there is a significant change in the atmosphere 

there at this time. Never, in the almost 20 years I have 

known the Soviet Union, have I seen anything quite like it. 

Of course it is far too soon to tell whether this movement 

and new expectations are only momentary or if they signify 

something more substantial and lasting. History dictates 

skepticism. I am still waiting to see whether Mr. Gorbachev 

is a patriot of his country or, as his predecessors have 

been, merely of the Party. Clearly the people long for a 

change. I heard a great deal of quite open griping. They 

have suffered so much and patiently endured for so long. It is 

time for a change, and I had no hesitation about telling that 

to every official I met and in no uncertain terms. 

Given the Soviet propensity for often preferring to 

express themselves through private contacts, I was also treated 

to many hours of official conversation with varied spokesmen. 

Some of these were surprisingly candid, openly admitting 

problems and shortcomings and laying out an agenda. I kept 

precise notes of what was communicated to me by those spokesmen 

whom I knew were in a position to pass on official attitudes 

cleared at the highest levels. It is these commentaries 

which I think might be valuable to you at this time. If 

it could be useful to you, I would be happy to present 

some of these comments to you in a concise and organized form 
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and perhaps answer any specific questions you might have. 

If there any chance that your schedule might permit a brief 

meeting sometime during the first three weeks of September? 

I return to New York on September 3 and will be leaving for 

the Soviet Union on September 24 to continue my research as 

one of the scholars on our official exchange program with the 

Academy of Sciences, and will be returning only in early 

December. 

And please let me say again that if, when I am in 

the Soviet Union I can do anything to help you, I would 

be happy and honored to serve you and our country with 

whatever talents and knowledge I have. 

Just now, before I go back to the rigorous life in 

the USSR, I am reveling in these last golden days of summer. 

The Maine coast -- all jewel blue and green -- is splendid, 

one of the treasures of our magnificent country. I hope 

you will have a good rest in your beloved California. And 

thank you again for the deep pleasure you gave me by calling 

as you did. 

With best wishes to you and Mrs. Reagan, 

c:::::::=-Sincerely'7 

~ z~ "'~ V\_ ~ :!> $ ' ~ 
Suzanne Massie 

p.s. As for TASS. Don't take their rantings and ravings 

too seriously. The Russians don't. To their credit, they 

resolutely maintain a lively affection and respect for our 

country despite all the Big Lies that are thrown at them 

every day. 



Deer Isle, Maine 04627 

July 28, 1985 

Dear Mr. President, 

I know that you are and have been deluged with 

letters and I simply wanted to add my voice to the 

millions of hrnericans who prayed for you and are 

continuing to pray for your continued good health 

and strength. 

Just now, I am on an isolated island in Maine 

living in the forest ten miles from the nearest town 

working on my book on Pavlovsk palace in Leningrad, 

I get news very rarely, I have no TV, no radio and get 

newspapers every ten days. It made me so happy to 

sew the Kew York Times picture of you returning to 

the ~hite Rouse looking so cheerful and fit. How do 

you do it Superman? I know I couldn't. You are certainly 

an extraordinary example of American grit and courage 

for all of us. 

So I j ust v.·anted to let you know that however 

isolated I am, I have thought of you so much these days 

and so h ave rr,any, many people on Deer Isle. Stay 

better and 9et better and better and better. We need you. 

Pres ident Ronald 

The White House 

Washington, D.C. 

~ball best ~ishes, 

c::::::<.-t 2 "--<"\ '"'-- ~~<.,. :, !, \ (_ r 

S u za:1ne r-:a s s ie 

Reagan 0? ~- 4 · ~ ~ 
_,,gk__ ~ ~ ~T;. ~ 
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ACTION 

NA'TIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON , D .C. 20506 

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C. MCFAjANE 
· .c,..v 

FROM: JACK F. MATLoc ' o" 
SUBJECT: Second Letter f om Suzanne Massie 

6518 
Add-on 

Suzanne Massie has sent another letter to the President (Tab B) 
following their recent telephone conversation. I believe the 
briefing memorandum for their September 3 meeting should be 
revised to reflect their most recent correspondence. To update 
the action, I have made the necessary revisions to Tab I 
(brie:~fg memo) and Tab A (talking points) which are attached. 

Jona;~;h Miller concurs. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the revised memo at Tab I. 

Approve Disapprove 

Attachments: 

Tab I 
Tab 
Tab 
Tab 

Memorandum for the President 
A Talking Points 
B Letter from Suzanne Massie, August 10,1985 
C Letter from Suzanne Massie, July 28, 1985 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

MEETING 
DATE: 

LOCATION: 
TIME: 

FROM: 

August 27, 1985 

WITH SUZANNE MASSIE 
September 3, 1985 
Oval Office 
9:45 a.m. - 10:00 a.m. 

ROBERT C. MCFARLANE"F7 

6518 

I. PURPOSE 

To discuss U.S.-Soviet relations prior to Suzanne's return 
to the Soviet Union, and inquire on the progress of her new 
book. 

II. BACKGROUND 

In response to her letter of July 28, you phoned and agreed 
to see Suzanne prior to her departure for the Soviet Union. 
Suzanne is currently writing a book on the Pavlovsk Palace 
in Leningrad. 

III. PARTICIPANTS 

The President 
The Vice President (at his discretion) 
Chief of Staff Regan (at his discretion) 
Robert C. McFarlane 
Suzanne Massie 
Jack F. Matlock 

IV. PRESS PLAN 

v. 
Private meeting. 

SEQUENCE OF EVENTS 

Informal open discussion. 

Attachment: 

Tab A 
Tab B 

Talking Points 
Letter from Suzanne Massie 

cc: Vice President, Donald Regan 

Prepared by: 
Jack F. Matlock 
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TALKING POINTS FOR THE PRESIDENT'S MEETING 

WITH SUZANNE MASSIE 

THE OVAL OFFICE, SEPTEMBER 3, 1985 

9:45 a.m. - 10:00 a.m. 

You know the Russians so well. What do you think I should 

bear in mind most as I get ready for my meeting with 

Gorbachev? 

The Soviets still seem more interested in playing propaganda 

games than in getting down to serious negotiation. Is there 

anything we can do to influence them to get serious? 

What do you think Gorbachev wants out of our meeting? 

I wish you a good trip and look forward to hearing your 

impressions when you return. 
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Deer Isle, Maine 04627 

July 28, 1985 

Dear Mr. President, 

I know that you are and have been deluged with 

letters and I simply wanted to add my voice to the 

millions of Americans who prayed for you and are 

continuing to pray for your continued good health 

and strength. 

Just now, I am on an isolated island in Maine 

living in the forest ten miles from the nearest town 

working on my book on Pavlovsk palace in Leningrad, 

I get news very rarely, I have no TV, no radio and get 

newspapers every ten days. It made me so happy to -

sew the New York Times picture of you returning to 

the White House looking so cheerful and fit. How do 

you do it Superman? I know I couldn't. You are certainly 

an extraordinary example of American grit and courage 

for all of us. 

So I just wanted to let you know that however 

isolated I am, I have thought of you so much these days 

and so have many, many people on Deer Isle. Stay 

better and get better and better and better. We need 

President Ronald 

The White House 

Washington, o.c. 

~ all best wishes, 

~ 2 a.,,,, ,,_._),A_,,.!,!,\ <.__ r 

Suzanne Mass i e 

you. 



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON , D .C . 2050 6 

6518 

August 19, 1985 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C. MCFA~~ 

FROM: JACK F. MATLOCK[ . 

SUBJECT: The President's Meeting with Suzanne Massie, 
September 3, 1985 

Attached at Tab I for your signature is a memorandum 
President regarding his meeting with Suzanne Massie. 
friendship the talking points provided are brief. 

~r concurs. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the 

Approve 

Attachments: 

Tab I. 

Disapprove 

Tab I Memorandum for the President 
Tab A Talking Points 
Tab B Letter from Suzanne Massie 

for the 
Given their 
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