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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506 

March 20, 1986 

2189 

MEMORANDUM FOR SALLY KELLEY 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

RODNEY B. MCDANIEL~(,.~ 

Letter to Dr. Rozboril, President, Czechoslovak 
National Council of America 

We have reviewed and concur in the proposed draft letter 
to Dr. Leopold Rozboril, President, Czechoslovak National Council 
of America (TAB A) in response to his letter to the President 
(TABB), concerning the potential influence of Soviet pressure on 
American television networks. 

Attachments: 

Tab A 
Tab B 

Proposed Letter to Dr. Rozboril 
Incoming Correspondence 
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~NClASSlflf ll 
(Classification) 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
EXECUTIVE SECRETARIAT 

TRANSMITTAL FORM 

SIS 8606778 
Date March 1 3, 1986 

VADM John M. Poindexter 
National Security Council 
The White House 

Reference: 

To: President Reagan 

Date: February 13. 1986 

Fro■: pr, LeapaJa BazharjJ 

Subject: soviet Influence on 

American Television Networks 

Referral Dated: March 3, 1986 IDI 377310 
(if any) 

The attached item was sent directly to the 
Department of State 

Act i on Taken: 

xx 

Remarks: 

A draft reply is attached. 

A draft reply will be forwarded. 

A translation is attached. 

An infor■ation copy of a direct reply is attached. 

We believe no response is necessary for the reason 
cited below. 

The Department of State has no objection to the 
proposed travel. 

Other. 

cciassificationJ 

, L. ,6....d. ,. _, 
icholas Platt 

Executive Secretary 



--
Dear Dr. Rozboril: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

SUGGESTED REPLY 

The President has asked me to respond to your letter of 

February 13 concerning the potential influence of soviet 

pressure on American television networks. 

We agree that the American people depend to a great extent 

.on television for factual information and in forming their 

opinions on foreign affairs. Consequently, we too would be 

seriously concerned should American television networks, or any 

other elements of the American media, distort their programming 

or fail to report events objectively in response to Soviet 

pressure or threats of reprisals. 

As private enterprises, television networks and other news 

organizations are guaranteed speech free of U.S. government 

interference by the Constitution. They are also free to enter 

into contracts with whomever they choose, so long as those 

contracts and their purpos e s a re not i nconsi s t e nt with th e 

law. We believe these legal provisions guarantee an atmosphere 

in which truth and ob jectiv i t y ulti mat e l y pr e vail. 

We must rely on our o wn unceasing efforts to set the record. 



straight when we encounter biased or untrue press reports, as 

well as- on. tht .good· sense of the American people to distinguish 

fact from distortion. Your group's appeals to the chairmen of 

the three major American television networks affirm our belief 

that our reli~nce on this process is not misplaced. 

Thank you for your letter and your concern. 

Sincerely, 
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MARCH 3, 1986 

TO: DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

ACTION REQUESTED: 
DRAFT REPLY FOR SIGNATURE OF: 

WHITE HOUSE STAFF MEMBER 

DESCRIPTION OF INCOMING: 

ID: 377310 

MEDIA: 

TO: 

FROM: 

LETTER, DATED FEBRUARY 13, 1986 

PRESIDENT REAGAN 

DR. LEOPOLD ROZBORIL 
PRESIDENT 
CZECHOSLOVAK NATIONAL COUNCIL OF 
AMERICA 
ROOM 202 
2137 SOUTH LOMBARD AVENUE 
CICERO IL 60650 

SUBJECT: WRITES CONCERNING THE POTENTIAL INFLUENCE OF 
RECENT SOVIET PRESSURE ON AMERICAN TELEVISION 
NETWORK 

PROMPT ACTION IS ESSENTIAL -- IF REQUIRED ACTION HAS NOT BEEN 
TAKEN WITHIN 9 WORKING DAYS OF RECEIPT, PLEASE TELEPHONE THE 
UNDERSIGNED AT 456-7486. 

RETURN CORRESPONDENCE, WORKSHEET AND COPY OF RESPONSE 
(OR DRAFT) TO: 

AGENCY LIAISON, ROOM 91, THE WHITE HOUSE 

SALLY KELLEY 
DIRECTOR OF AGENCY LIAISON 
PRESIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE 
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INCOMING 

THE WHITE FOU8F 
CORRESPONDENCE TRACKING WORKSHEET 

DATE RECEIVED: FEBRUARY 20, 1986 

NAME OF CORRESPONDENT: DR. LEOPOLD ROZBORIL --SUBJECT: WRITES CONCERNING THE POTENTI~L INFLUENCE OF 
RECENT SOVIET PRESSURE ON 'J',,~FPICAN TELEVISION 
NETWORK 

ACTION 

ID# 3773 ~(' 

DISPOSITION 

ROUTE TC: ACT DATE TYPE C COMPLETED 
OFFICE/AGENCY (STAFF NAME) CODE YY/MM/DD RESP D YY/MM/DC' 

TR 
ORG 86/02/20 Q__ -~01--1-u> -

FERRAL NOTE: 

fl l<'4 'F REFERRAL 

~:!> REFERRAL 

NOTE: 
J.?._ ~.bY:J/}R (L?J:i)~I~ J,,;-

n :/ij67~ - _/_/_ 
NOTE: 

CJ ,, . .D.. ,. ~b.S&j - _!_/_ 
REFERRAL NOTE: .. . ... 

- --- ----REFERRAL NOTE: 

COMMENTS: 

ADDITIONAL CORRESPONDENTS: MEDIA:L INDIVIDUAL CODES: 

PL MAIL USER CODES: (A) (B) (C) ----- ----- -----

*******************++************************************************** 
*ACTION CODES: *DISPOSITIC~: 
* * 
*A-APPROPRIATE ACTION *A-ANSWFRED 
*C-COMMENT /RECOM *B-NON-SPEC'-PF.f'FRRAI, 
*D-DRAFT RESPONSE *C-COMPLETED 
*F-FURNISR F~CT SHEET *S-SUSPENDED 
*I-INFO COPY/NC ACT NEC* 
*R-DIRECT REPLY W/COPY * 
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*X-INTFPIM REPLY * 
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*CORRESPONDENCE: 
*TYPE RESP=INITIALS 
* OF SIGNER 
* CODE= A 
*COMPLETED= DATE OF 
* OUTGOING 
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* 

* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 

*********************************************************************** 

REFER QUESTIONS AND ROUTING UPDATES TO CFNTPAI. FFFERENCE 
(ROOM 75,0EOB) EXT-2590 
KEEP THIS WORKSHEET ATTACHED TO TFF 0FIGINJ).L INCOMING 
LETTFP. 'J',,T ALL TIMES AND SEND COMPLETED RECORD TO RECORDS 
MANAGEMENT. 
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February 13, 1986 
The Honorable Ronald Reagan 
President of the United States of America 
White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Mr. President: 

The Czechoslovak National Council of America 
is seriously concerned about the potent1aJ influence 
of recent Sovieti~es~g on an American televis!on 
network, Our concern is reflected in letters we 
sent to the chairmen of our major networks (copies 
enclosed). 

Many television programs are biased in favor 
/of the Soviet Union for idealogical reasons. Should 
this bias be increased by fear of Soviet reprisals, 
the distortion in programming could have serious 
adverse effects on the support you would receive 
from our public opinion in your next meeting with 
Mr. Gorbachev. 

This potential danger calls for identifying 
and countering attempts at misleading our citizenry. 
It is in the minds of Americans that our battles 
are won-or lost. 

cc: 
cc: 
cc: 

Czechoslovak National Council 
of America 

Dr. Leopold Rozbo 0resident 

Mr . Grant Tinker, Chairman NBC 
Mr. Thomas Wyman, Chairman CBS Inc. 
Mr. Thomas S. Murphy, Chairman ABC Inc. 

DEDICATED TO THE PRESERVATION OF DEMOCRATIC FREEDOM 
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February 13, 1986 

Mr. Grant Tinker, Chairman 
National Brodcasting Company 
30 Rockefeller Plaza 
New York,N.Y. 10112 

Dear Mr. Tinker: 

TELEPHONE 1156-t t 17 

Later during this year, Mr. Gorbachev will visit 
the United States to meet our President. The outcome of 
this meeting will depend, to a large extent, on the 
climate of public opinion in our country. 

The public forms its opinion on the basis of its 
knowledge of foreign affairs, and it draws this knowledge 
mainly from television reporting, commentaries and 
programming. 

We as spokesmen for Americans of Czechoslovak orig: 
were therefore alarmed by the pressure brought by the 
Soviet government on ABC in the matter of selection of iti 
programs. The pressure has not reached its objective in 
this particular instance. Nevertheless, we are concerned 
about indirect and invisible consequences of the Soviet 
threat, namely, that our television networks might impose 
on themselves a sort of self-censorship to avoid reprisal~ 
by the Soviet Union. A result of such a self-imposed 
censorship would be the avoidance of reporting unpleasant 
facts about Soviet domestic and foreign policies, the 
soft-pedalling of criticism and ultimately a distorted 
education of the American public about the problems we 
as a country face. 

We therefore appeal to you, Mr. Tinker, in your 
capacity as chairman of NBC to protect the integrity of 
NBC programming in all respects regardless of any outside 
pressure exerted on your corporation. 

Sincerely, 
Czechoslovak National Council 

of America 

Dr. , Pres.ident 

DEDICATED TO THE PRESERVATION OF DEMOCRATIC FREEDOM 
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February 13, 1986 
Mr. Thomas Wyman, Chairman 
CBS Inc. 
51 West 52nd Street 
New York, N.Y. 10019 

Dear Mr. Wyman: 

Later during this year, Mr. Gorbachev will visit 
the United States to meet our President. The outcome 
of this meeting will depend, to a large extent, on the 
climate ot public opinion in our country. 

The public forms its opinion on the basis or its 
knowledge of foreign affairs, and it draws this knowl­
edge mainly from television reporting, commentaries 
and programming. 

We as spokesmen for Americans ot Czechoslovak 
origin were therefore alarmed by the pressure brought 
by the Soviet government onABC in the matter of select­
ion of its programs. The pressure has not reached its 
objective in this particular instance. Nevertheless, 
we are concerned about indirect and invisible conse­
quences of the Soviet threat, namely, that our tele­
vision networks might impose on themselves a sort. of 
self-censorship to avoid reprisals by the Soviet 
Union. A result of such a self-imposed censorship 
would be the avoidance of reporting unpleasant facts 
about Soviet domestic and foreign policies, the soft­
pedalling of criticism and ultimately a distorted 
education of the American public about the problems 
we as a country face. 

We therefore appeal to you, Mr. Wyman, in your 
capacity as chairman of CBS to protect the integrity 
of CBS programming in all respects regardless of any 
outside pressure exerted on your corporation. 

Sincerely, 
Czechoslovak National Council 

of America 

fl. .x::-~14u. fJ.L-J 
;;:.. Leopold Rozb~ President 

DEDICATED TO THE PRESERVATION OF DEMOCRATIC FREEDOM 
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February 13, 1986 
Mr. Thomas S. Murphy, Chairman 
Capital Cities/ ABC Inc 
24 East 51st Street 
New York, N.Y. 10022 

Dear Mr. Murphy: 

TELEPHONE 55&-1117 

Later during this year, Mr. Gorbachev will 'visit 
the United States to meet our President. The outcome of 
this meeting will depend, to a large extent, on the 
climate of public opinion in our country. 

The public forms its opinion on the basis of its 
knowledge of foreign affairs, and it draws this knowledge 
mainly from television reporting, commentaries and 
programming. 

We as spokesmen for Americans of Czechoslovak or1g1 
were therefore alarmed by the pressure brought by the Sovi 
government on ABC in the matter of selection of ita pro­
grams. The pressure has not reached its objective in t his 
particular instance. Nevertheless, we are concerned about 
indirect and invisible consequences on the Soviet threat, 
namely, that our television networks might impose on 
themselves a sort of self-censorship .to avoid reprisals by 
the Soviet Union. A result of such a self- imposed censor­
shi,p would be the avoidance of reporting unpleasant .!"acts 
about Soviet domestic and foreign policies , the soft­
pedalling of criticism and ultimately a distorted educat101 
of the American public about the problems we as a country 
face. 

We therefore appeal to you, Mr. Murphy, in your 
capacity as chairman of ABC to protect the integrity of 
ABC programming in all re~pects regardless of any outside 
pressure exerted on your corporation. 

Sincerely, 
Czechoslovak National Council 

of America 

DEDICATED TO THE PRESERVATION OF DEMOCRATIC FREEDOM 
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ON THI BATTLEFIELD FOR HUMAN RIGHTS 
ATTHI UNITED NATIONS 

For the put year the United States bu not contributed to 
UNESCO. There bu been a Iona bitter struaJe within the 
orpnization under Director - General Amadau-Mahtar 
M'Bow of Africa. The purpote of UNESCO wu often for-
1otten u M'Bow politicized aid to nations of the Third 
World; his policies were movin1 far from our Western con­
cept. One of the controversial areu involved communica­
tions and the •New World Information Order" toward train­
ins and sharin1 tcchnololY proarams which threatened press 
freedom. (•UNESCO in Transition." Michael J. Berlin. The 
lat..,_ldent, published by the United Nations Asaoc:ia­
tion, Nov.-Dcc. 1985). There were many diaqrecmcnts who 
should rec:ei~ help and for what purposes. The United 
States had been paying 2.S percent of the budget and since 
much of the money was misspent. in our opinion, the United 
States finally fulfilled its threat by withdrawing from 
UNESCO until such time u there would be an improvement 
in plannin1 and administration. This can hardly be expected 
under the present directorship of M'Bow. A year later. Bri­
tain followed Washington's example. 

In October and November the agency's 23rd General Con­
ference wu held in Sofia. Bulpria. The West proposed 
many reforms and most were approved by the 50 members 
of the Executive Board. The budget for 1986 and 1987, set 
oriainally at $200 million each year. had to be trimmed by 
the 2.S percent the United States has withheld. 

It is believed that the United States lesson is taking effect. 
UNESCO is improving. writes Berlin. and it is unlikely that 
other Western nations will leave UNESCO. This has been a 
dangcrous threat. however. and the pendulum may swin1 
back apin; so Iona u M 'Bow is at the helm. it is doubtful 
that the United States or Britain will return. 

NICARAGUA INDIANS AT UN 
At the fourth session of the United Nations Working 

Group on Indigenous Populations, Nicaragua wu accused 
of practicing ·repressive and assimilative policies" apinst the 
Indian people of Nicaragua. the Miskito. Sumo and RamL 

""The intention of the Sandinista government is to control 
the Indian peoples. their lands and their resources. . . The 
Sandinista have transfcncd our land and resources to state 
ownership and in the six yean of the revolution have failed 
to reco,niz.e even one single principle of Indian rights· 
( .. Misurasata Leader's U.N. Statement Poi1f1ant ... Amert­
cam Won CohuDbua.. published by the National Youth 
Council, Vol. 13, No. 4, 1985). The writer Brooklyn Rivera 

2137 SOUTH LOMBARD AVENUE - ROOM 202 
CICERO, ILLINOIS 80'50 

states that the Indians have never lost their inherent sover­
eignty by treaty, conquest. consent or vote, or by occupatior 
and sctt.Jcment of their lands. 

•oue to misinformation, I must clarify that our armcc 
resistance came before the fllhtina by others known as ooun• 
terrevolutionaria, or contras. Moreover, our struggle hai 
nothin1 to do with the interests of the contras or of the 
external forces of agres,ion. Our leptimate resistance u 
human and ethnic, developed within our own traditional ter• 
ritory by the Indian patriots with only the support of ou1 
peoples. It is in this manner that we .eek to change the racis1 
policies of the Government. and to achicYC peaceful co­
existence with the rest of the country ... We fiercely resist the 
forced usimilation that sip.ifle1 the destruction of ow 
Indian peoples." 

The Indian movement is known u Misu.rasata. To pro­
vide immediate relief to the sufferin1 people, three basic 
points have been praented at the ncaotiations: Release of 
the Indian political prisoners; Reestablishment of subsistence 
f11hin1 and qriculturc and commcrcial activities of the 
Indian villqes; Avoidance of military offensive action 
between the Government army and the Indian resistance 
forces in or-der to facilitate and support the provision of 
humanitarian aid. 

•The core of the Indian itruate bu been the riaht to 
autonomy. lands and resources . .. We are sure that the 
Government is trying to diminish the Indian righu and not 
to recognize the traditional territory and Indian auto­
nomy ... We are sure that the Government will continue to 
impose war and death upon us . ., 

'"The Government removed Indian communities in Wanko 
four yean aao. .. They have suffered terribly and wish to 
rejoin their people . ., At the time of their removal. the 
Government •maintained that it was necessary to relocate 
forcibly the Indians to protect and defend them from the 
supposed attacks and aagression of the counterrevolution 
and imperialism." 

The Governmnet's justification is an old lie. Now it has 
permitted some of the Indians to return when the plan failed 
completely, after causing much suffering to the dislocated 
families. 

BUDAPEST CULTURAL FORUM 
The six-week conference held in Budapest, which was to 

have improved cultural relations between East and West 
ended on November 26 without a concluding document'. 
This is the second Helsinki meetin1 on human righu to end 
without it(~ Bulledn. Nov.-Dcc. 1985). 
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Budapest wu to have been the "fmt step of European 
intellec:tuals to meet each other and have a free discussion ... 
The Hunprian aovemment saw to it that no public sympo-
1i111n wu held. From Czechoslovakia, the resime sent a 
Communist representative who claimed that .. Czechoslovak 
writers were free to create and were uncensored ... The best 
answer to the lie wu •••aed Culhn, published in Sweden, 
the testimony of banned writers in Czechoslovakia and of 
the expelled well-known writers livina in exile. It is a 300 
pqc documentation on the mutilation of culture. 

A QUESTIONNAIRE ON WHAT TO DO 
There were also answers of writers still in Pra,uc to a 

questioMairc by the Forum. The question wu: What could 
be done for their besicaed culture. The most characteristic 
answer came from Ludvik Vaculik in his inimitable, darina 
style: .. It is u if you were to uk what a cow can do for 
flowers on the meadow. There is a simple answer: It could 
atop catina them. But can a cow do that? No way. For that 
reuon there is no point in inviting a cow to some confer­
ence, seminar, or symposium about meadow flowers. The 
cow will aladly come, just for the show, but anythina it 
miaht say there is wonh ... cow dung ... 

Ludvik Vaculik, author of the Manifesto '"Two Thousand 
Words" that aave the impetus to Prque Sprina at the Union 
of Czech Writers, started life as a Communist, son of die­
hard (skaln.() Communists, described in his first, partly auto­
biographical novel '"The Axe (Sekyra). The Communist 
reaime hu tried to win him over back to the fold but he 
remains bold in his devutating criticism of communism. 
Ever since Vaculik signed Charter 77, his writinp have been 
banned in Czechoslovakia and circulate only in samizdat, 
underground literature. His most imponant works have 
been published by '68 Publishers, Toronto. 

THE MEDYID COYERUP 
Althouah the unfonunate seaman Miroalav Medvid who 

wu refused uylum by the United-States whenjejumped off 
a Soviet ship at our shore is not a Lithuanian, Americans of 
Lithuanian descent are followina his case very carefully for 
they have had a similar experience fifteen years ago with a 
Lithuanian sailor, Simu Kudirka, who wu also handed 
over to the Soviets. 

Back in Soviet-occupied Lithuania, Kudirka was accused 
of treason and spent four years of a 10 year sentence in 
various labor camps (Cbkqo Lafflan Newalener, Jan. 
1986). Many in the United States labored for his release and 
Kudirka wu finally allowed to emiarate. In the United 
States, Mr. Kudirka testified on November 7 before the 
House Subcommittee on Europe and brou&ht out several 
imponant facts. According to Mr. Kudirka, Medvid had 
been heavily druged by the Soviets and terrorized before 
bis meetina with the Americans who interviewed him. 
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There are certain Soviet procedures for dealing with 
would-be-defectors, said Mr. Kudirka. .. Each ship carries a 
manual with specific instructions outlining interrogations 
and intimidation procedures to be carried out by the KGB 
oftker on board. Amons these are instructions on inflicting 
bodily harm on the defector which cannot be . visually 
detected. . . Whatever threats 9r promises were made to 
Medvid by Soviet officials they do not reflect the reality 
which awaits him ... 

THE CONGRESS FOR PEACE 
Over 200 delegates from 47 countries attended in Warsaw 

the conference called the Conaress for Intellectuals for a 
Peaceful Future of the World. It was evident that the War­
saw reaime wu tryina to •obtain international legitimacy for 
its decision to suppress the free union under martial law four 
years qo" (Cllrlldaa Science Monitor, January 21 , 1986). 
Althou&h it wu to have been an international peace con­
arcss, many Western prominent intellectuals shunned the 
mcetina- Al one Swede delcpte expressed it: .. There can be 
no world peace without respect for human rights." 

THE EAGLE AND THI! CROW 
And while this sham conareu wu aoing on to bluff the 

naive of this world, Poland's intellectuals were feedina their 
underground press NCretly in defaancc of the aovmunent 
and under threat of imprisonment. (The situation is very 
similar to that of Czechoslovakia.) When General Jaruzelski 
clamped down on Solidujty with his elite corps WRON, the 
underground chanaed the name into '"wrona." In Polish 
wrona is an eqlc, the national symbol, and WRON is a 
crow. The sloaan is appropriate: The crow cannot defeat the 
eqle. Scholars have been collectina samples of samizdat 
from Poland; it seems the samizdat is publishing everything 
(as in Czechoslovakia): political journals, history, poetry, 
translations of Orwell and Czech poet Seifert, etc. A sam­
plina is now on exhibit at the Widener Library at Harvard 
Univenity ( .. Poland's Vigorous Underground Press," Keith 
Henderson, Chrildan Sdence Monitor, January 21, 1986). 

THE HELSINKI PROCESS 
The sianina of the Helsinki Final Act has been an inspira­

tion to the countries behind the Iron Curtain. It inspired the 
creation of Charter 77 in Czechoslovakia and VONS. 
Human riaI,ts has become '"the battlccry of the captives," the 
basis of their strugle. 

In the West there is some disenchantment after Ottawa 
and Budapest as the assembled countries failed to sian at 
least a concluding document. Tbe Commission on Security 
and Cooperation in Europe hu raised the question of the 
advisability of continuina the Helsinki Process. 

The Czechoslovak National Council -of America, which 
has been deeply involved in the process from the be11nnin& 
and has not lost hope, hu answered with the testimony of 
Mrs. Anna Faltus, vice-president, who has been the main 
participant, translatina material of the Chartists and VONS, 
securing documentary material and sharing the information 
with the Commission and others interested in the Helsinki 
process. 

··~~ .- - --...-.. 
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'"I will focus attention on the activities of the citizens' 
initiative in Czechoslovakia, Charter 77 and its right arm, 
the Committee for the Defense of the Unjustly Persecuted 
(V9NS). £barter 77 wu founded in January, 1977, when 
over 240 individuals, from all walks of life, sianed a Human 
Ria)tts Manifesto. Mtlha the aoals they wished to accomp­
lish. Durina the sublequcn, years:more Czechoslovak citi­
zens added their name to the Manifesto. Today, there are 
over 1,200 Charter 77 sianatories, with hundreds of thou­
sands of sympathizers. 

The Committee for the Defense of the Unjustly Perse­
cuted (VONS) was founded in April, 1978, and its task is to 
document, from available information, individual cues of 
human ria)tts violations perpetrated by the Czechoslovak 
authorities. 

.. After the publication of the Charter 77 Manifesto, 
hundreds of persons were fired from their jobs, either for 
lianina the Charter, or for expressina sympathy with it. 
Some persons were arrested and imprisoned for various 
periods of time. The aovemment actually declared war on 
Charter 77 and its resolve to monitor the implementation of 
the provisions of the Helsinki Final Act. To make its point, 
the Communist Party official newspaper, '"Rudi Pr,vo," 
published in January a long tirade against Charter 77 Mani­
festo and its si,natories, sayina that those, who lie on the 
rails to stop the train of history, must expect to set their legs 
cut off ... " 

'"VONS is documentina the persecution of Czechoslovak 
citizens on the basis of coun proceedinp, police arrests, det­
entions and interroaations. Since members of VONS do not 
have access to those documents in the counhouse or police 
stations, it is obvious that they receive assistance from per­
sons employed within the '"system," who do not work 
qainst the re&ime publicly, but suppon the aoals and activi­
ties of the human rights activists. VONS has, during the 
eia)tt yean of its existence, issued close to 500 '"commu­
niques," documentina over 2,500 cases of individual persecu­
tion and violations of human ria)tts. In view of the fact that 
this Committee is operating under extremely difficult condi­
tions, it is amazing that it wu able to document that many 
cases of human rights violations. Many more cases, how­
ever, remain unreported for obvious reasons. 

'"Charter 77 itself has since 1977 issued approximately 250 
major documents. These documents deal with issues, such 
as: discrimination in employment; abu,c of Czechoslovak 
Laws and Constitution; prison conditions; right to educa­
tion; distonion of history; economic issues; ecolo&ial issues; 
riaht to travel. free flow of information; deployment of 
Soviet missiles in Czechoslovakia; situation in churches; the 
so-called '"temporary" stationina of Soviet troops in Czech­
oslovakia; it addressed itself to the Bclsrade Review Mcct­
ina; to the Madrid Review Conference and its Concluding 
Document; to the Ottawa Human Ria)tts Mectina; to the 
10th anniversary of the si,nina of the Helsinki Final Act; to 
the Budapest Cultural Forum with a three pqe statement 
and a 300 pqe publication, entitled "'A Besieged Culture." 

-some of the documents are one pqe in length, while 
others are 5, 10, 15, 20 and even 30 pqcs Iona. 

'"Charter 77 also issued: 
a) a document, addressed to the Polish authorities, when 

Marshall Law wu declared in Poland; it has, since then, 

issued several documents on the situation in Poland, the la., 
one on November 7, 1985; several activists were imprisono 
for handing out leaflets in suppon of Polish workers; 

b) a document, dated September S, 1983, in which i 
denounced the shootina down of the Korean airliner 
expressina sympathy for the relatives of the victims; 

c) and just recently Charter 77 voiced protest &pins 
planned restrictions on travel to Hungary and pointed ou 
that such restrictions would cause hardship for the Hungar 
ian minority in Czechoslovakia, whose members would fll\( 
it difficult to visit their relatives and friends in Hungary. 

.. Besides issuing documents, individual members of the 
Charter 77 initiative also write letters to various officials 011 
subjects concerning human ria)tts and related issues. Hun­
dreds of such letters have been addressed to Czechoslovall 
authorities, from President Huuk down to the heads of var­
ious departments. 

-in 1979 the Czechoslovak authorities staged a mass trial 
of ten members of VONS (<;:ommittee for the Defense of the: 
Unjustly Penecuted) and ICDtenced six of them to variow 
prison terms under para 98, item 1, land b) of the Czech­
oslovak Penal Code (subversion of the Republic in collusio11 
with a foreian power) for their activities in Charter 77 and 
VONS and for '"spreadina hostile propqanda" qainst the 
socialist system: V6clav Havel to 4½ years, Jiff Dienstbier t<J 
3 years, V6clav Benda to 4 years; Petr Uhl to 5 years, Ota 
BcdnUov, to 3 years and Dana Nemcov, received a 2 yea, 
suspended sentence. 

'"Yet, even from their prison cells Vklav Havel, Jift 
Dienstbier and Vklav Benda manqed to smugle a letter in 
December, 1980, ~hich wu addressed to the delcaates of the 
Madrid Review Conference. And in January 1981, another 
aroup of political prisoners smugled another letter out of 
their prison, which, too, wu addressed to the deleaates of 
the Review Conference in Madrid. 

'"The reasons I am referrina to the various documents are 
these: (I) it takes courqe to take a public stand in a totally 
controlled society; (2) it is dangerous to comment on a situa­
tion abroad, when the comment is in opposition to the offi­
cial view; (3) it is extremely dangerous to comment on any­
thing from a prison. Yet - all this is happening, because the 
human rights activists behind the Iron Cunain believe in the 
CSCE process. 

'"The difficulties are compounded for the following 
reuons: 
a) Charter 77 signatories do not enjoy the luxury of being 

able to meet and to discuss the preparation of a 
document; 

b) they cannot use the telephone, because it is equipped 
with a listenina device, or they are not permitted to have 

one; 
c) they cannot correspond about it, because the mail is 

censored; 

d) they have to communicate indirectly, through friends and 
sympathizers; 

e) documents - especially those addressing issues such as 
the abuse of laws, disaimination in education, etc. - are 
prepared in section by Chane, 77 sianatories and by spe­
cialists in their field, such u lawyers, scientists, histori­
ans, educators, etc. who may not be Chaner 77 signato­
ries, but who support Charter 77 aoals and activities; 
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f) when all sections of a specific document are ready to .. put 
toaether,'" someone will have to type it and make copies. 

To make thinp even more difTICUlt, the security police will 
use any pretext to conduct a house or an apartment search, 
during which they confascate all documents, drafts and other 
literature and very often delay the issuance of a document, 
because rio copies are available and it hu to be drafted from 
scratch. And on top .t-everythina elle, the regime is usina 
para 118 of the Czechoslovak Penal Code ('"unauthorized 
business venture; - which is to be used in cues of illeaaJ 
production of drup, firearms, etc - to conf11eate typewri­
ten, paper and duplicatina devices, claiming that the penon 
using these tools is enaaged in '"unauthorized business ven­
ture'" and this makes it almost impossible for anyone, not 
worltina for the -system,,. to function. 

Charter 77 signatories and their friends and symphatizen 
are also involved in keepina up the '"flow of information,. in 
a .. samizdat" form, throuah .. self-service" - by copyina arti­
cles, historical theses, essays, papen on various subjects, 
articles published abroad, etc. and distributing them through 
underaround channels to interested citizens. A network of 
dedicated men and women work on these projects in their 
unde.ra,ound .. editorial rooms," on their own, without a cent 
of contribution from anyone, and with the knowledge that it 
will not brina them any a)ory; that, on the contrary, they 
may be arrested, interrogated, or even imprisoned. Their 
only hope is that sometime, in the future, someone will 
appreciate their endeavor to uphold the continuity of the 
nation's culture. 

.. Only when we realize all these difficulties, complications, 
and the total control by the Communist regime over the 
population, its public and private life, from cradle to arave, 
will we be able to appreciate their couraae and dedication to 
the idea of freedom and self-determination. 

.. It is euy for us here, in the free world, where we have so 
much freedom that we sometimes do not know what to do 
with it - and, therefore, very often abuse it - to be .. arm­
chair aenerals" and reprd the people .. over there" u -com­
placent,,. .. satisfied with their lot," enjoyina .. ,ouluh com­
munism," etc., etc., implyina that they could do more for 
themselves. Yet - when they do go out in the streets and try 
to fight tanks and machine suns with bare hands, stones and 
sticks, as happened in Poland, Hungary and Czechoslova­
kia, we get scared and fear that they will stan a war ... .. in 
which we would have to go and fiaht for people we know 
nothing about . .. " 

.. Since no one wants war - least of all the people behind 
the Iron Curtain, because they would be its fint victims -
we have to give them encourqement and usurance that 
their dedication to freedom and self-determination is not 
wasted. No resolutions and speeches - but physical pres­
·ence where it counts. Charter 77 signatories still firmly 
believe in the CSCE process and an: dedicated to it; however 
they are tired and exhausted after so many yean of persecu­
tion, interroptions, detentions and imprisonment . 

.. Charter 77 prepared, in Novemer, 1979, some sugges­
tions for the Madrid Review Conference, as to what new 
proarams, within the framework of the CSCE process, 
should be proposed. We have included these suggestions in a 
Brief, prepared on October 31, 1980 for Counselor Rozanne 
Ridgway, State Department, on behalf of the American East 
European Ethnic Conference (AEEEC) and again in a Point 
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Paper, prepared by the same working group on December 
13, 1983 for the Assistant Secretary for Human Rights and 
Humanitarian Affain Elliott Abrams. 

.. We feel that these suggestions should be madt a part .of 
the agenda of the next Review Conference in Vienna in 
November, 1986 . 

.. In closing I would like to cozmend the Commission for 
its initiative in sending to the human rights activists beh\nd 
the Iron Curtain a brochure with a a,ceting and pertinent 
information concernina human riahts - their rights - and 
the Cultural Forum in Budapest." 

NOBEL LAUREATE SEIFERT DIED 
The beloved Czech poet Jaroslav Seifert died on January 

10, in Prague, after a long illnes at age 84. Little known in 
the West because of his untranslatable style of .. inner 
rhythms,,. he won the love of his people especially during the 
war yean and in the difficult yean that followed because he 
loved the city of his birth and his country with a poet's 
vision . .. He wu a symbol, both u a poet and as a symbol of 
freedom of expression for writcn" under two regimes, under 
the Nazis and the communiau. As a very youna man he had 
communist, humanistic leaninp, but a trip to Moscow dis­
pelled this hope. -in 1968, he condemned the Soviet invasion 
of Czechoslovakia and waa one of those who signed Charter 
77, an appeal to the Government for greater freedom ( .. Ja­
roslav Seifert," Herbert Mitpn1, TIie New York Times, 
January 11, 1986). 

In bestowing the Nobel award in 1984, the Swedish 
Academy said that his work was .. endowed with freshness, 
sensuality and rich inventiveness. and provides a liberatina 
imqe of the indomitable spirit and venatility of man ... 

The Communist Party of course called him disloyaJ to his 
class (he was born of poor parents in Zifkov, a working­
clus district of Prague). There were years when his work 
was not published. Durina the first sians of the thaw. Seifert 
criticized his Government's cultural policies. fapccially 
unforgivable wu his statement at the Writen Union mectina 
and his chutisement of the Wanaw Pact countries for their 
invasion in August 1968. 

As a People's Artist (nuodnf um!lec) Seifert was entitled 
to a state funeral. This placed the Government in a dilemma: 
officially, Seifert was no lonacr a member of the state­
controlled Writen Union because of his rebellion. Ncvcnhe­
less, the Cultural Minister was named as head of the com­
mission to make funeral arranacments. From latest reports 
from Prague, Seifert wu buried at a small cemetery at Kra­
lupy; this pan of the funeral services ruled out the presence 
of the Communist hierarchy. 

Many have tackled the difficult task of translating Seifert. 
In 1980, the Czechoslovak Society of Ans & Sciences pub­
lished a bilingual edition of .. The Plague Monument. ft trans­
lation by Lyn Coffin, preface by Prof. William E. Harkins 
of Harvard Univenity. 

Bi-annual convention of the Czechoslovak National 
Council of America will be held on April 19-20. in 
Chicago (CSA Building, Berwyn, IL). 
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ACTION 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506 

MEMORANDUM FOR RODNEY B. MCDA~NL 

FROM: JACK F. MATLOC V 
SUBJECT: Letter to Dr. Le pold Rozboril 

Letter to the President 

2189 

March 19, 1 986 

SIGNED 
in R~onse to his 

I have reviewed and concur in the proposed draft letter (TAB A) 
prepared by the Department of State to Dr. Leopold Rozboril, 
President of the Czechoslovak National Council of America, in 
response to his letter to the President (TABB), concerning the 
potential influence of Soviet pressure on American television 
networks. Attached at TAB I is a memorandum to Sally Kelley for 
your signature. 

Sestanovich, Mandel, Small 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the memorandum to Sally Kelley at TAB I. 

Approve~ Disapprove 

Attachments: 

Tab I Memorandum to Sally Kelley 
Tab A Proposed Draft to Dr. Rozboril 
Tab B Incoming Correspondence 



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, O.C. 20506 

March 20, 1986 

MEMORANDUM FOR FREDERICK J. RYAN 

FROM: 

1991 

hL€ 
/ 

RODNEY B. MCDANIEL~ L...✓ 
Invitation from the coJr?~il for Chemical Research SUBJECT: 

Although the letter of invitation to the President from the 
Council for Chemical Research opens with a reference to General 
Secretary Gorbachev, the proposed address does not appear to have 
a close connection with national security or foreign policy 
issues. We feel, therefore, that it would be more appropriate 
for the President's domestic advisers to provide guidance. 

Attachments: 

Tab A 
Tab B 

Your memorandum of March 11 
Letter from the Council for Chemical Research, Inc. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

MEMORANDUM March 11, 1986 
. . . ; . 

TO: \J(ODNEY McDANIEL - AL KINGON - JACK SVAHN 

FROM: FREDERICK J. RYAN, JR., DIRECTOR 
PRESIDENTIAL APPOINTMENTS AND SCHEDULING 

SUBJ: REQUEST FOR SCHEDULING RECOMMENDATION 

PLEASE PROVIDE YOUR RECOMMENDATION ON THE FOLLOWING 
SCHEDULING REQUEST UNDER CONSIDERATION: 

EVENT: 

DATE: 

LOCATION: 

Address the annual meeting of the Council for Chemical 
Research 

~tember 28 or 29, 1986 

Chicago, Illinois 

BACKGROUND: See attached 

YOUR RECOMMENDATION: 

Accept __ Regret __ Surrogate 
Priority 
Routine--

Message__ Other 

IF RECOMMENDATION IS TO ACCEPT, PLEASE CITE REASONS : 

RESPONSE DUE: March 17, 1986 _____ ....;.._ ___ _ TO JEAN APPLE~Z,KSON 



Council 'o 
Chemical r 

Research, Inc. 
In reply please address: 
Professor Paul G. Gassman 
Department of Chemistry 
University of Minnesota 
Minneapolis,~ ·55455 HONORARY CHAIR/MN 

M. I. ,aum, CONIULTANT TO 
DOW CHEMICAL COMP/1\t>l'f 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

It. L MAI, CNAHIMAN ('N> 
SHELL DEVaOPMENT COMPANY 

P. e. .... IIM.N, VICI CNAIIIMAN ('M> 
UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA 

T. L MOWN ('16> 
UNIVERSITY OF IUINOIS /I\ T URBANA 

I. C. ULLOWAY ('lit 
STAUFFER CHEMICAL COMPANY 

A, I. MAY ('17) 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY 

I. L MAHIAYI ('llf 
WILU/1\M MARSH RICE UNIVERSITY 

GOVERNING 90/1\AO 

A. L AUIID ('lit 
NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY 

LM.IAICll('llf 
UNION CARBIOE CORPORATION 

It. I. IIICNOff, PAIT CNAIIMAN ('M> 
UNIVERSITY OF DEL/I\ WARE 

T. L nowN ('M> 
UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS, URBANA 

I. C. CHIN ('llf 
LEHIGH UNIVERSITY 

L A. FULLII ('M> 
JOHNSON & JOHNSON 

I. C ..... LLOWAY ('II> 
STAUFFER CHEMICAL COMPANY 

P. e.UUMAN('M> 
UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA 

A. I, HAY ('17) 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY 

D, M. HIKULU ('N> 
UNIVERSITY OF PITTSBURGH 

I. D. IDOL ('17) 
ASHLAND CHEMICAL COMPANY 

D. I. JOST ('N> 
SUN COMPANY 

It. I. ICLAIUHDI ('17) 
KANSAS STA TE UNIVERSITY 

I . I. LIN ('M> 
WASHINGTON STA TE UNIVERSITY 

W. J. MACICHHINT ('17) 
UNIVERSITY OF MASSACHUSETTS 

It. L MAI ('16> 
SHELL DEVELOPMENT COMPAt>l'f 

J. L MAaflltAYI ('II> 
WILLIAM MARSH RICE UNIVERSITY 

L I. NAYLOll ('17) 
ROHM AND HAAS COMPAt>l'f 

G. W. f'OIHLIIN ('17) 
GEORGIA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY 

T. I , TAIOll ('.., 
DOW CHEMICAL COMPANY 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, SECRETARY 

J. I. MclVOY 
COUNCIL FOR CHEMICAL RESEARCH, INC. 

TREASURER 

I. M. aUSHTOM 
AIR PRODUCTS ANO CHEMICALS, INC. 

COUNSEL 

M.R.WIUI&. 
SWIOLER, BERLIN & STRELOW 

AUDITOR 

LM.ANDUWI 
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANT 

President Ib'lald Reagan 
'lbe White House 
washington, re 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

January 23, 1986 

Recently, General secretary Mikhail Gorbachev stated that: 

"Development of pure science must be given priority. It 
is precisely this science that generates ideas, effects 
breakthroughs in new fields, and makes it possible to 
attain new levels of efficiency. Pure research is a 
matter that is too crucial to accept weakness. •• " 

I believe that the United States has a comparable commitment to 
pure science and I believe that it would be very beneficial to 
have this stated publicly by you. 

.Q:i._Qe_half of the Counci_l, __ for Chemical Research, I would 
like to invite you to address our annual meeting on tfie evening 
oL~Rt_~~ 28, 1986 _(preferred),~-an_y~fme-90, Sipt;emoer 29, 
_12_86, i~ Chicago, Illinois. 'lbe co ective membership of the 
Council for-Chemical Research constitutes approximately 90% of 
the leadership of both basic and applied research in the chemi­
cal sciences. 'lbere is no other organization which brings 
together in a single room the collective leadership of indus­
try, academia, and government for discussion of common problems 
in a single area. '1be individuals to whom you would speak have 
major responsibility for determining the future direction of 
chemical research and, hence, of chemistry and the chemical 
industry in the United States. Although this group is rela­
tively small (ca. 350), it is both prestigious and influential. 
As the newly elected vice chairman of the Council for Chemical 
Research and as program chairman for our 1986 annual meeting, I 
feel that our meeting would be an ideal forum for a renewed 
statement by our government on the role of basic research in 
our nation's future. 

we.....bc)Qe _that;_y_OQ_ ~i11 be able to accept our invitation. A 
presentation by you stressing the- commftment-of··our government 
to the basic sciences would help to attract some of the best 
young minds in the United States into the sciences. In addi­
tion, it would provide an opportunity to (a) provide a state­
ment on our nation's commitment to expand our store of basic 
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President Reagan ~ 
January 23, 1986 
Page 2 

scientific knowledge1 (b) indicate in more specific terms, our need for a 
strengthened chemical industry (one of the few areas which traditionally 
has had a very favorable balance of trade) 1 (c) indicate our government's 
broad commitment to generating knowledge for knowledge's sake in response 
to Q:>rbachev's statement. 

We look forward to your response to this invitation. 

POO/anl 
Enclosure: OCR brochure 

Sincerely yours, 
J/ t ( if~l.A/ /✓--.....-.. 

Paul G. Gassman 
Prqgram Chairman 



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506 

1991 

March 17, 1986 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR RODNEY B. MCDA~~ 

FROM: JACK F. MATLOcr7 

SIGNED 

SUBJECT: Council for Chemical Research - Invitation to the 
President 

Attached at Tab I is a memorandum to Frederick J. Ryan in 
response to his memo to you of March 11. Ryan has asked f or NSC 
comment on an invitation to the President to address the Council 
for Chemical Research. In my view this does not appear to be a 
matter with any direct national security or foreign policy 
bearing. It would be better addressed by the President's 
domestic advisers. I think the action was mistakenly rout ed to 
the NSC staff because the letter of invitation opens with a 
reference to Gorbachev. /'\ / 

,S/l ..$ .//"f L ·-
Steve Sestanovich, Juciyt Mandel and Joh athan Miller concur. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the memorandum at Tab I suggesting that Ryan pursue 
the question with the president's domestic staff. 

Approve~ Disapprove _____ _ 

Attachments: 

Tab I Memorandum to Frederick Ryan 

Tab A 
Tab B 

Memorandum from Frederick Ryan 
Letter from the Council for Chemical Research 

1,\ 



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASt«-4GTON, O.C. 20509 

March 20, 1986 

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. DONALD P. GREGG 

SUBJECT: 

..n -

Assistant to the Vice President 
for National Security Affairs 

MR. NICHOLAS PLATT 
Executive Secretary 
Department of State 

Meeting with Ambassador Arthur A. Hartman, Friday, 
March 21, 1986 

The President will meet with Ambassador Hartman Friday March 21 
at 9:45 a.m. for 15 minutes in the Oval Office • . Participants are 
as follows: 

The President 
Vice President George Bush 
Acting Secretary of State John Whitehead 
Donald T. Regan 
John M. Poindexter 
Arthur A. Hartman 
Stephen R. Sestanovich 

Rodney B. McDaniel 
Executive Secretary 
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506 
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March 20, 1986 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR RODNEY B. MCDANIEL SIGNED 
FROM: JACK F. MATLOCqf ( Sr"{ 

SUBJECT: Ambassador Hartman's March 21 Meeting with the 
President 

Attached at Tab I is a memorandum to Nicholas Platt officially 
informing Ambassador Hartman of his March 21 meeting with the 
President. 

Johnathan Miller concurs. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the memorandum at Tab I. 

Approve w'&' Disapprove ------

Attachment: 

Tab I Memorandum to Nicholas Platt 



J]NffflTfAL 
THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

March 20, 1986 
UNCLASSIFIED 
WITH CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHMENT 

MEETING WITH AMBASSADOR ARTHUR A. HARTMAN 
DATE: March 21, 1986 

LOCATION: Oval Office 
TIME: 09:45 a.m. - 10:00 a.m ~ 

FROM: JOHN M. POINDEXTER 

I. PURPOSE 

To review recent developments in u.s.-soviet relations. 

II. BACKGROUND 

Will provide opportunity to hear Art's views on 
the just-concluded Communist Party Congress and Soviet 
attitudes toward a 1986 summit. Art has just received an 
award from Georgetown for his excellent work. 

III. PARTICIPANTS 

The President 
The Vice President 
John C. Whitehead 
Donald Regan 
John Poindexter 
Arthur Hartman 
Stephen R. Sestanovich 

IV. PRESS PLAN 

None; staff photographer 

v. SEQUENCE OF EVENTS 

Greet Hartman, congratulate him on his recent award, and 
initiate discussion of u.s.-soviet relations. 

Prepared by: 
Jon R. Purnell 

Attachment 
Tab A Talking Points (CONFIDENTIAL) 

~ASSIFI~ 
Fi CONF'I TIAL 

0-; ,(?(,z. 
ATTACHMENT 

cc Vice President 
Don Regan 

--tONFI OENTrAL · 



CONFI~ 
?"' 

-88NFl OEN Tl AL 

TALKING POINTS 

2227 

Glad to see you again. Congratulations on your award from 

Georgetown. 

What do you think the results of the Party Congress mean 

for Gorbachev and for U.S.-Soviet relations? 

Do you think the Soviets are still serious about a meeting 

this year? Do they think they can pressure us into 

arms control concessions by stalling on setting a date? 

Please let your staff know how much we apreciate the fine 

job they are doing. 

ceUFffiEN'l'IA.I: 
Declassify on: OADR ~ DECLAS IF ED 

CON Ff BENffAl 
NLRR o -- 11~ 

BY U) NARA D reitfu_ 
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506 

March 19, 1986 
WITH CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHMENT 

2227 

ACTION SIGNED 
MEMORANDUM FOR JOHN M. 

FROM: JACK F. 

SUBJECT: Meeting Memorandum for Ambassador Hartman 

Attached at Tab I and Tab A are the Meeting Memorandum and 
Talking Points for the President's meeting with Art Hartman. 

Rodney&baniel concurs. Johnath~ ~ller concurs. 

RECOMMENDATION 

' That you approve the Meeting Memorandum at Tab I and Talking 
Points at Tab A. 

Approve ------
,--

Disapprove ------

Attachments: 

Tab I Meeting Memorandum 
Tab A Talking Points (CONFIDENTIAL) 

Tab II Clearance List 

UNCLASSIFIED 
WITH CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHME NT 

UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL . 
OF CLASSIFIED ENCLOSURE(S~~ 

9i,",/tt 
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To: Officer-in-charge 
Appointments Center 
Room 060, OE'OB . 

REQUEST FOR APPOINTMENTS 

Please admit the following appointments on FRIDAY, MARCH 21 , 19_li 

tor ____ __::T:...::H:c:E~P::..RE=:.=S..:::I:.=D=-=E=Nc:.cT=-----,---------of ______ ---, ____ _ 
(NAME OF PERSON TO BE VISITED) (AGENCY) 

The Vice President 
John c . Whitehead 
Mr. Donald T. Regan 
Admiral John M. Poindexter 
Ambassador Arthur A. Hartman 
Ambassador Jack F. Matlock 

MEETING LOCATION 

Buildin!fiHITE HOUSE WEST WING 

Room No, __ O~V~A=L~O~F~F~I~C=E~-­

Time of Meeting __ ;;;..9....;.:_;4:;..cS;;;__=AM=-=----

Reques ted by _ _ J~A=C~ K~ F~ , ~ MA= T~L~O~C_K~ ---

Room No. 368 Telephone_~X=5~1=1~2~---

Date of request --"-M=a=r=-.:::c.;;:.h;;;........l=-=-9_,_,_1=9-=8;...;6a.-__ _ 

Add it ions and /or changes made by telephone should be l im ited to f ive (5) names or less. 

APPOINTMENTS CENTER : SIG/OEOB - 395-6046 or WHITE HOUSE - 456-6742 

UNITED STATES SECRET SERVICE SSF 2037 (03~1 l 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON . D .C . 2050!: 

March 19, 1986 
WITH CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHMENT 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR JOHN M. POINDEXTER 

FROM: JACK F. MATLoc1fJJf<I/ 

222 7 

SUBJECT: Meeting Memorandum for Ambassador Hartman 

Attached at Tab I and Tab A are the Meeting Memorandum and 
Talking Points for the President's meeting with Art Hartman. 

Jonathan Miller & Rodney McDaniel concurs. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you approve the Meeting Memorandum at Tab I and Talking 
Points at Tab A. 

Approve ------ Disapprove -----

Attachments: 

Tab I Meeting Memorandum 
Tab A Talking Points (CONFIDENTIAL) 

Tab II Clearance List 

UNCLASSIFIED 
WITH CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHMENT 

LASSlflED UPON REMO'IAl~ · 
ui; c LASSlflED ENCLOSURE(S~ 1th 

~\l~t 



222 7 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

UNCLASSIFIED 
WITH CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHMENT 

MEETING WITH AMBASSADOR ARTHUR A. HARTMAN 
DATE: March 21, 1986 

LOCATION: Oval Office 
TIME: 09:45 a.m. - 10:00 a.m. 

FROM: JOHN M. POINDEXTER 

I. PURPOSE 

To review recent developments in u.s.-soviet relations. 

II. BACKGROUND 

Will provide opportunity to hear Art's views on 
the just-concluded Communist Party Congress and Soviet 
attitudes toward a 1986 summit. Art has just received an 
award from Georgetown for his excellent work. 

III. PARTICIPANTS 

The President 
The Vice President 
John C. Whitehead 
Donald Regan 
John Poindexter 
Arthur Hartman 
Stephen R. Sestanovich 

IV. PRESS PLAN 

None: staff photographer 

V. SEQUENCE OF EVENTS 

Greet Hartman, congratulate him on his recent award, and 
initiate discussion of u.s.-soviet relations. 

Prepared by: 
Jon R. Purnell 

Attachment 
Tab A Talking Points (CONFIDENTIAL) 

UNCLASSIFIED 
WITH CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHMENT 

UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL . 
Of CLASSIFIED ENCLOSURE(S~ -t4. .j, 

*~ 
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TALKING POINTS 

22 2 7 

Glad to see you again. Congratulations on your awa r d from 

Georgetown. 

What do you think the results of the Party Congress mean 

for Gorbachev and for u.s.-soviet relations? 

Do you think the Soviets are still serious about a meeting 

this year? Do they think they can pressure us into 

arms control concessions by stalling on setting a date? 

Please let your staff know how much we apreciate the fine 

job they are doing • 

...CONFIBENTIAL 
Declassify on: OADR 
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TALKING POINTS -- MEETING WITH AMBASSADOR 
HARTMAN, FRIDAY, MARCH 21 at 9:45 a.m. 

GLAD TO SEE YOU AGAIN. CONGRATULATIONS 
ON YOUR AWARD FROM GEORGETOWN. 

WHAT DO YOU THINK THE RESULTS OF THE 
PARTY CONGRESS MEAN FOR GORBACHEV AND 
FOR U.S.-SOVIET RELATIONS? 

. . ,, . .. ~-. ····- -
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DO YOU THINK THE SOVIETS ARE STILL 
SERIOUS ABOUT A MEETING THIS YEAR? 
DO THEY THINK THEY CAN PRESSURE US 
INTO ARMS CONTROL CONCESSIONS BY 
STALLING ON SETTING A DATE? 

PLEASE LET YOUR STAFF KNOW HOW MUCH 
WE APPRECIATE THE FINE JOB THEY ARE 
DOING . 

: .- I!. • ••. • • • 
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To : Officer-in-charge 
Appointments Center 
Room 060, OEOB 

REQUEST FOR APPOINTMENTS 

Please admit the following appointments on __ F_R_I_D_A_Y_,_MA __ R_C_H_2_1 _______ , 19 __ 8_6 

THE PRESIDENT for _______________________ ot _____________ _ 
(NAME OF PERSON TO BE VISITED) (AGENCY) 

The Vice President 
John C. Whitehead 
Donald T. Regan 
Admiral John M. Poindexter 
Ambassador Arthur A. Hartman 
Stephen R. Sestanovich 

MEETING LOCATION 

Building WHITE HOUSE WEST WING 

Room No. OVAL OFFICE 

Requested by __ J_A_C_K __ F_._MA __ T_L_O_C_K ____ _ 

Room No. __ 3_6_8_Telephone __ S_l_l_2 ___ _ 

Time of Meeting __ 9_:_4_5 __ AM ___ _ Date of request __ M_a_r_c_h_l_9_,_1_9_8_6 ___ _ 

Additions and/or changes made by telephone should be limited to five (5) names or less. 

APPOINTMENTS CENTER: SIG/OEOB - 395-6046 or WHITE HOUSE - 456-6742 

UNITED STATES SECRET SERVIC.E SSF 2037 (03-81) 



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON D.C. 20506 

System II 
902 1 9 

March 20, 1986 

INFORMATION 

MEMORANDUM FOR 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

JOHN M. POINDf.: 
JACK F. MATLOC 

Secretary Shu tz's March 15 Meeting with Ryzhkov 

Attached at Tab I is the memorandum of conversation from the 
Shultz/Ryzhkov meeting in Stockholm. I have reviewed and concur 
with the text .. ..My own reactions to the meeting . were forwar ded to 
you March 17 in system II package 90212. 

Attachments: 

Tab I Shultz/Ryzhkov memorandum of conversation 

cc. Peter W. Rodman 
Robert E. Linhard 
Stephen R. Sestanovich 

Declassify on: OADR 
DECLASSIFIED 

e ouse Guid!.lfine::;, August 
- "'"----NARA, Data _ __,~'.J-M.~ 
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lfushint!IOTI. n.c. 20520 

DATE: 

MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION 

Saturday , March 15, 1986 
TIME: 4:45 - 6:35 PM 
PLACE: Residence of soviet Ambassador, Stockholm, Sweden 

US Side 

Secretary Shultz 
Ambassador Ridgway 
Ambassador Matlock 
OAS Mark Palmer 
Mark Parris, Notetaker 

PARTICIPANTS 

Soviet Side 

Premier Ryzhkov 
First Deputy FM Maltsev 
Ambassador to Sweden Pankin 

o. Zarechnak, Interpreter 

COE Ambassador Grinevskiy 
Premier's Chef de Cabinet Batsanov 
Mr. Obukhov, Interpreter 

Ryzhkov opened the meeting, which immediately followed the 
Palme funeral service, with the observation, •tife goes on." 
The Secretary agreed, "In a very profound way.• The Palme 
funeral had been oriented to the future, and the ideas and 
visions celebrated there were lasting ones. The Secretary and 
Ryzhkov agreed that it was their task now to think about life. 

Ryzhkov moved into the substance of the meeting by noting 
that, when informed of the U.S. desire to meet in Stockholm, 
Moscow had agreed it would be useful to take advantage of the 
opportunity. The press was already speculating on what he and 
the Secretary would talk about and agree upon. But it was 
important to talk. 

The Geneva meeting had been a good start. It provided an 
opportunity to begin a constructive dialogue to have a good 
discussion. Since then several months had passed. During that 
period, some things had unfortunately happened which the Sov i et 
side did not understand. To be frank, there were doubts in 
Moscow as to where the process was leading. The world was 
talking of the next summit. Some had even tried to determine 
it s dates . Bu t th e event s o f the month s since Geneva had 
brought much which the Soviets did not understand. Some of 
these events had put their stamp on the forthcoming meeting. 
Therefore the soviet side saw the present meeting as an 
opportunity to clarify views. Ryzhkov believed the U.S. might 
be as concerned about the situation as the Soviets were. Th i s 

~ / SENSITIVE 
DECL: OADR 

ECLASSIFIED 

NLRR ~ fD- 111 
BY R../JJ NARA DATEiif__ 



was the first meeting at this level to take place since the 
Geneva summit. Ryzhkov would therefore like to hear the 
Secretary's views on the issues he had raised. As the guest, 
he invited the Secretary to speak first. 

After thanking Ryzhkov for the opportunity, the Secretary 
recalled a Japanese saying: •The reverse side has its own 
reverse side." Ryzhkov had described a situation from one 
side. The Secretary could agree with everything the Premier 
had said. But, just as the Soviets were puzzled by us, we were 
puzzled by the Soviets. 

The Secretary agreed, and, he noted President Reagan agreed 
that a very good start had been made in Geneva. We wanted to 
continue the process now. To make the most of that start, the 
Secretary felt the way to do that was to focus on the context 
of issues and to identify areas where we needed to -- and might 
be able too -- move ahead. In that spirit he proposed to touch 
illustratively on a number of specific issues to show the 
direction in which we would like to go. Ryzhkov agreed. 

Starting with bilateral issues, the Secretary notea that 
there had been progress since Geneva in a number of areas, 
citing exchanges and civil aviation in particular. on the 
whole our interaction had been constructive. We had gone 
forward very much in the spirit of Geneva, even as each side 
had looked to its own interests. Direct air service between 
the two countries, for example, would resume in late April. 
That was good -- a clear, objective fact. We needed to 
continue to work in that spirit. 

On the •tremendously important• area of arms control, we 
had seen little movement, although there had been a number of 
promising straws in the wind. It was in this area that we had 
the greatest sense of disappointment that our leaders' 
objectives had not been fulfilled. 

Starting with issues not covered in the Geneva nuclear and 
space talks (NST), the Secretary noted that we had recently had 
a relatively good meeting on chemical weapons (CW) 
proliferation. It was not clear wh~re that dialogue would go, 
but we had made a start and there was substance. 

On the more general question of a CW Treaty, there had been 
less motion. The problem there was verification. In this 
regard we had noted and been gladdened by some of General 
Secretary Gorbachev's recent statements on verification, 
especially his more positive treatment of the possibilities for 
on-site inspection. This was a "definite plus" from our 
standpoint. But we failed so far to see the operational 
context of such statements with regard to cw. 

S~/ SENSITIVE 
> 



SEc;..R:£T/ SENSITIV E 
7 - 3 -

.. ,,. 

Similarly in MBFR, there had been initiatives from both 
sides since Geneva, but the most recent Soviet counterproposals 
did not go far enough to meet our verification concerns. 

On COE, everyone seemed to believe it could be done. The 
Secretary and Shevardnadze, and before Shevardnadze the 
Secretary and Gromyko, had said so to each other; the President 
and Gorbachev had said so to each other. We saw some progress, 
but we were afraid the process would stall out. Noting that 
Ambassador Grinevskiy had agreed to Ambassador Barry's 
invitation to visit Washington in April, the Secretary 
expressed hope for . a fruitful discussion. Each side needed to 
tell its representative to push a little. 

On another issue, we had agreed in principle to discuss 
risk reduction centers, but had not been able to agree on where 
to talk. The Secretary told Ryzhkov that he was prepared at 
this meeting to tell the Soviets to name their site. He 
personally believed it would be better for the two superpowers 
to use their own capitals for such discussions than third 
capitals, but it was the Soviets' call. You name it and we 
will be there. 

The Secretary spent considerable time elaborating the U.S. 
position on nuclear testing. We agreed with Moscow that 
testing was an important issue. The u.s. did not agree that 
all testing should be banned as long as both sides had large 
numbers of nuclear weapons and the process of working on them 
had not been brought under an agreement to radically reduce 
them (which both sides favored), and until we had an 
operational ability of getting nuclear weapons totally under 
control. 

The U.S. was nonetheless prepared to discuss nuclear 
testing seriously. We were, in fact, prepared to take 
deliberate, concrete steps in the field. The step we had in 
mind took into account General Secretary Gorbachev's recent 
comments on verification, as well as the potential benefit of 
ratification of the Peaceful Nuclear Explosion Treaty (PNET) 
and Threshold Test Ban Treaty (TTBT). We did not require 
amendment of those treaties. What we had in mind was an effort 
on verification which could be coupled with an understanding on 
their ratification. The Secretary handed Ryzhkov the signed 
original of President Reagan's proposal to this effect to 
Gorbachev, the text of w~ich had been conveyed to the General 
Secretary March 14 in Moscow. 

The Secretary emphas~zed that the U.S. proposal opened up 
the prospect of a concrete step on arms control in a time frame 
we could calculate. It built on Gorbachev's recent remarks on 

=~~/ Ct:',-1C T 'T1T,rt:' 

;1 



S~ SE NSITIVE 
7 - 4 -

verification and on-site inspection. It addressed the dilemma 
posed by the fact that both sides had charged the other with 
violating megatonnage thresholds, while stating with certainty 
that such charges were unfounded as far as its own program was 
concerned. This situation showed that we could not be 
confident of our ability to verify nuclear yields. Our 
proposal was simple, non-instrusive and could substantially 
improve confidence in our ability to verify the two treaties in 
question. What the President was saying was that, if the 
soviets accepted our proposal, we could move to ratify these 
treaties. 

Thus, in the non-NST complex of arms control issues, 
including nuclear non-proliferation, there had been some 
progress. With the necessary push from each side, more might 
be accomplished. 

We had seen less movement in the NST area -- the most 
important one of all -- despite our leaders agreement in Geneva 
that there were possibilities there. The President had found 
Gorbachev's January 15 proposals •stimulating,• but ultimately 
iriadequate in certain respects. On START and space/defense, 
they did not address our previous proposals. 

There seemed to be a bit more progress on INF. The soviets 
had made a proposal, and we had made a counterproposal. But 
our negotiators in this forum had not been able to get down to 
real bargaining. While there were possibilities, we continued 
to see the problem of missiles as one which had to be resolved 
on a global basis because of their mobility. This was an issue 
which had to be addressed. Still, there were possibilities in 
INF and in the other fora. Both sides had made clear their 
discomfort with the mountains of weapons which had 
accumulated. We needed to roll up our sleeves in Geneva and 
get to it. 

Briefly turning to other issues, The Secretary noted that 
it had been possible in most cases to set dates and places for 
the next round of regional experts talks. We owed the Soviets 
an answer on one area, there was some uncertainty on another. 
Thus, the regional dialogue was proceeding. We regretted, 
however, that in the March 6 discussions on Southern Africa, 
the Soviet representatives had not seemed prepared to engage. 
This was a volatile, dangerous area. 

We would like, the Secretary continued, to see the regional 
talks get somewhere. That was why he and Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze had agreed on the margins of the Geneva meeting to 
take up such issues at their level in future meetings. It had 
not yet proved possible t? schedule such a meeting. But the 
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u.s. continued to believe, as Gorbachev himself had noted i n 
Geneva, that regional conflicts were one of the main sources of 
international tension. Such tensions lead to armaments, not 
the reverse. Problems like Southern Africa were problems we 
could only solve together. The Soviets were not responsible 
for what was happening there. Neither were we. But we should 
be able to work together to get at the real issues. 

switching the focus to human rights, the Secretary 
reaffirmed the importance of the issue to the American people. 
There had been progress since the Geneva meeting and we 
welcomed it. But as a general proposition there were still 
great problems. We had noted the General Secretary's 
unequivocal condemnation of terrorism at the CPSU Party 
congress, and had cooperated with the soviets on this problem 
at the U.N. we felt there was more room for cooperation in 
this important area. 

Concluding, the Secretary stated that the President had 
asked him to convey that our commitment and dedication to 
making progress on the various issues of the relationship was 
as strong as on the day we left Geneva. The Secretary had 
tried to review these issues from the standpoint of their 
content. In summary, we saw movement in some, not in others. 
We saw a need for energetic movement in the NST talks. And we 
felt progress was possible on nuclear testing. The Secretary 
thanked Ryzhkov for hearing him out. 

Ryzhkov prefaced his own remarks by noting that the 
Secretary had accurately characterized the period since the 
Geneva summit as one of •disappointment." The Soviets agreed. 
Nonetheless, the Geneva meeting had established some 
prerequisites for further work. It had elaborated certain 
common principles on issues of concern to the entire world as 
well as to the two leaders. People on both sides had expected 
an active and constructive dialogue after Geneva on the most 
vital issues of modern times. 

The Soviet political leadership thus took a most serious 
approach to the results of the Geneva meeting. The first 
meeting of the leaders of the two superpowers in seven years 
could not be considered mere.ly a protocol meeting. The 
Secretary strongly agreed, noting that it was a real meeting 
between two strong people. 

The proof of the seriousness of the Soviet leadership's 
approach, Ryzhkov continued, was the comprehensive arms control 
proposals made by the General Secretary on January 15. The 
Soviet leadership expected that this major initiative would be 
seriously considered and would lead to constructive discussions 
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and constructive results. They had no illusions that it would 
be possible to solve al l outstanding issues "at a single 
stroke." But they did hope that a step-by-step process would 
be set in motion which would lead to concrete results. 

The U.S. response had arrived on the eve of the opening of 
the CPSU congress. Gorbachev had summarized the Soviet 
reaction in his report. Ryzhkov wanted to take the opportunity 
of his face-to-face meeting with the Secretary to say that 
Moscow was frankly disappointed with the U.S. reply. On the 
one hand, it appeared to support the notion that outstanding 
problems should be resolved. But it was so encumbered with 
conditions and linkages as to suggest that there was no real 
will to find solutions. 

Similarly, the .Soviets had hoped that the fourth round of 
the NST talks wo uld clarify issues in such a way as to make 
possible constructive discussions and ultimately, solutions. 
Ryzhkov felt the Secretary would agree that the round had 
produced no forward movement. Against this backdrop, Ryzhkov 
observed, what he called a "global question" arose: - Where are 
events leading? Months were passing. There was no forward 
movement. The Soviet leadership ever more frequently found 
itself asking: •what is to be done? Why is this happening?• 
They hear the U.S. claim it wants to solve problems. But when 
it comes to practical steps to answer the "global question," 
there is no constructive movement. The Soviets were thus 
asking themselves why this was happening. Noting that there 
was a similar saying in Russian, Ryzhkov concluded his general 
remarks by admitting that the Secretary could apply his 
Japanese •reverse• argument to what he had just said. 

Returning to the Secretary's remarks on nuclear testing, 
Ryzhkov had some specific comments. Ryzhkov recalled that the 
Geneva Joint Statement had called unequivocally for the 
elimination of nuclear weapons. The first and necessary step 
toward this goal, he argued, was to ban nuclear testing. He 
therefore found it puzzling that the U.S. position should be 
that such tests should continue. The sole purpose of such 
tests was to perfect nuclear weapons. Where was the logic in 
this? How could one eliminate nuclear. weapons while at the 
same time perfecting new ones? 

Ryzhkov said he had not seen the contents of the 
President's letter to Gorbachev on testing. He could not give 
an authoritative response to the letter to Secretary Shultz. 
But he and his colleagues around the table had been puzzled by 
Western media accounts of the letter's contents. The testing 
issue could only be resolved by banning testing. Verification 
made sense only in the context of such a ban. Yet · the U.S. 
seemed to be proposing to perfect the verification not of a ban, 

¢De~~~/SENSITIVE 



SEyR'ET/SENSITI VE 
7 - 7 -

but of testing. The American approach focused too much on 
technicalities while ignoring the central issue of banning 
testing. 

Ryzhkov claimed that both sides had more than adequate 
means of determining whether nuclear tests had occurred. 
Rather than seek to verify the caliber of a test, efforts 
should be directed to banning all tests. While press accounts 
of the U.S. position might be distorted, the U.S. appeared to 
be proposing that soviet technicians come to the U.S. in April 
to monitor a nuclear explosion. From this, it appeared the 
u.s. leadership was determined to continue testing. 

As for the TTBT and PNET Treaties, it was Ryzhkov's 
understanding that they dealt not with banning testing, but 
with thresholds. These were two different things. It appeared 

' · the two sides were speaking in different languages. The Soviet 
position had been made clear in Gorbachev's letter to the Delhi 
Six. The Soviet Union was prepared to cooperate fully in 
verifying a ban on nuclear testing. 

Ryzhkov indicated he would not address all the issues 
raised by the Secretary, as soviet views had been clearly 
expressed in the recent CPSU Congress. He did wish to call 
attention to General Secretary Gorbachev's remarks on future 
meetings with President Reagan. however, while it might not be 
possible to reach agreement on all issues in advance of such a 
meeting, it was the soviet view that for such a meeting to be 
fruitful it would be necessary to "resolve" two sets of 
issues: nuclear testing and INF. 

Without getting into details, Ryzhkov noted that the soviet 
position on INF had been made clear in the January 15 
proposal. He underscored the Soviets' willingness to include 
Soviet territory up to 80 degrees longitude, which goes to the 
Novosibirsk area in its definition of the "European" u.s.s . R. 
for purposes of an INF agreement. Within this zone, the 
Soviets would be prepared to destroy, not merely move, LRINF 
missiles. It was unfortunate that the~e had been no forward 
movement from the U.S. in response. 

· Ryzhkov noted that the Secretary had not touched on the 
next summit, about what should be addressed there. Both s i des 
seemed to recognize that this meeting could not be just a 
protocol affair. Too many people would be disappointed by such 
a meeting. Rather, it would have to be a fruitful meeting. 

The Secretary agreed that the next summit should be 
ftuitful. He had tried to show in his review of the issues the 
varying degrees of progr ~ss achieved to date. We agreed that 
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progress in 
candidate. 
There were 
made. 

NST was desirable and that INF was a likely 
But it would be a mistake to rule out other areas. 

important things on the table. Progress could be 

Maltsev interrupted to ask if the Secretary included 
nuclear testing in that category. The Secretary noted that 
nuclear testing was not covered in the NST talks, but it 
appeared we could have a useful exchange on testing. He could 
not predict that we would agree. But when one had a goal, the 
way to get there was to take a step. When that had been done, 
there would be a basis for further progress. That was why it 
was important to cap megatonnage and improve verification. As 
for a testing ban, the Secretary wondered if the Russians had 
an equivalent of the expression: hputting the cart before the 
horse." In response to Ryzhkov's confirmation that they did, 
the Secretary observed that the problem was one of deciding 
what was the cart . and what the horse. We believed the first 
task was to achieve radical reductions in nuclear weapons, and 
only then consider a ban on testing. But even within those 
parameters, we cou~d have a useful discussion of testing issu~s. 

Ryzhkov quipped that he thought the "cart horse" saying 
worked against the U.S. position. The U.S. proposal did not 
represent a real •step.• The soviets, on the other hand, had 
made three steps: with their August 1985 moratorium, with 
their extension of the moratorium, and with their response to 
the Delhi Six to continue the moratorium so long as the U.S. 
conducted no nuclear tests. The u.s.s.R. had gone eight months 
without a test. Ryzhkov had a frank question for the 
Secretary: Had the U.S. decided to conduct a new test? 

The Secretary replied that the U.S. would continue 
testing. In reviewing his earlier argumentation on the 
rationale for the U.S. testing proposal, he emphasize<l the 
prospects it opened for early concrete progress on testing. 
Capping megatonnage and improving verification means would make 
it possible to go on from there. 

Ryzhkov indicated he would report the Secretary's answer to 
Gorbachev and the soviet leadership. Both sides had to work, 
he added. They had to work, moreover, in ways other than they 
had in the months since Geneva. 

The Secretary agreed. But he also felt, on a personal 
basis, that it was important to establish a time for the next 
summit meeting, as well as for his next meeting with 
Shevardnadze. Experience had proven that the existence of 
dates tended to put drive into the process on both sides. The 
Secretary had found this to be the case when he was in a 
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business organization. He knew that the Premier had extensive 
management experience of his own, and suspected he had had 
similar exper i ences. It was important to pin the matter down . 
The soviets had the U.S. proposal for dates. We would wait for 
a response. 

Ryzhkov asked what the next meeting should address. The 
secretary asked in response if he could pose a frank question 
of his own: "What should he report to the President ••• ?" 
Before he could finish the question, Ryzhkov interrupted to 
note that that was precisely what he, Ryzhkov, wanted to know. 
What could he tel l the Soviet leadership when he returned to 
Moscow? The only firm thing he could say was that he had asked 
a frank question and received a frank response about testing. 
The Secretary observed that those of Ryzhkov's colleagues who 
had worked with the Secretary in the past would tell him that . 
his answers were always frank and reliable, even if his 
listeners did not always like them. Ryzhkov allowed that he 
had heard a lot about the Secretary from his "comrades• who had 
dealt with him. But frankness was one thing. Substance· was 
another. 

Maltsev interrupted to say "two words." As former 
Ambassador to Sweden, he claimed to know the Swedes well. The 
U.S. could ask the swedes, who were very good in such matters, 
whether or not calibration tests were necessary to detect 
nuclear explosions. They would tell us that they were not. 
The Soviets did not have to ask the swedes. Their own 
capabilities were sufficient to detect even unannounced U.S. 
explosions. Ryzhkov stepped in to comment ruefully that his 
and the Secretary's task till they reported to their leaders 
was to figure out what to tell them. 

Returning to his original question as to what he should 
tell tne P r esident, the Secretary asked if he should say that 
there should be no more discussion of summit dates until there 
were mutually satisfactory agreements on INF and nuclear 
testing. The Secretary stressed that he asked the question 
because what Ryzhkov had said left him uncertain. 

Ryzhkov responded that he had simply repeated what 
Gorbachev had said at the CPSU congress. The Secretary said he 
had not understood Gorbachev to be so categorical as Ryzhkov 
had sounded. Maltsev produced a copy of Gorbachev's report and 
read the text in question. The Secretary indicated that he had 
posed the question not because he was angry, but because he 
wanted to be clear about what he should tell the President. 
Ryzhkov said he would not go beyond what Gorbachev had said. 

·' 
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The Secretary asked if he should tell the President that 
until he agreed to cease nuclear testing and to accept a 
non-global INF agreement, the Soviet leadership did not want to 
discuss a next meeting. Again, the Secretary stressed he was 
simply seeking information. It would obviously save -everyone a 
lot of trouble if we didn't need to worry about the next summit. 

Amid whispered prompting on the Soviet side, Ryzhkov 
replied that the issue the General Secretary had sought to 
address in his report was an important one. The Soviets 
recognized that everything could not be solved in a single 
day. What was needed was constructive proposals, a 
demonstration of readiness to address the issues 
constructively, calling for frankness. Ryzhkov observed that · 
the U.S. wanted a date. On the other hand, it would continue 
testing. This was a bad combination. [The last two sentences 
were not translated into English by the Soviet interpreter · 
because of the Secretary's following interjection:] 

The Secretary replied that he was not asking for a date. 
He only wished to clarify the Soviet position. Ryzhkov 
repeated that this was something to consider carefully once he 
and the Secretary had returned to their capitals. 

Noting that the press would be interested in their 
discussion, the Secretary asked for Ryzhkov's reactions to some 
themes the Secretary proposed to use in describing the 
meeting. Ryzhkov concurred with one exception: in place of 
the Secretary's suggestion that they indicate it had not been 
possible to resolve the question of summit dates, Ryzhkov 
proposed that he say only that the issue would be discussed 
further. The Secretary agreed. 

Prior to departing, the Secretary expressed regret that he 
and Ryzhkov had not had an opportunity for an in-depth 
discussion of economic issues as the Secretary had once had 
with Ryzhkov's predecessor, Kosygin. Ryzhkov replied that he 
was sure the two would meet again and that he would look 
forward to such a discussion. 

As the meeting was break1ng up, Ryzhkov stressed with some 
feeling the need for continued work on the full range of 
issues, including the question of a future meeting. The Soviet 
position, he said, was that no doors should be closed with 
respect to such a meeting. 

The two superpowers had a responsibility for the future of 
the entire world. He hoped the mee t ing could conclude on that 
note. The Secretary agreed. 
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506 

System II 
90219 

INFORMATION 

MEMORANDUM FOR 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

JOHN M. POINDf.; 

JACK F. MATLOC 

Secretary Sh~ tz's March 

March 20, 1986 

Natl Sec Advisor 
has seen 

15 Meeting with Ryzhkov 

Attached at Tab I is the memorandum of conversation from the 
Shultz/Ryzhkov meeting in Stockholm. I have reviewed and concur 
with the text. My own reactions to the meeting were forwarded to 
you March 17 in system II package 90212. 

Attachments: 

Tab I Shultz/Ryzhkov memorandum of conversation 

cc: Peter W. Rodman 
Robert E. Linhard 
Stephen R. Sestanovich 

~ 
Declassify on: OADR DECLASolFICD 



ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506 

RODNEY B. MCDANIEL 

SVEN ~MER/JON PURNELL/, 

Religious Leaders' Meeting 

March 20, 1986 

March 26, 1986 

Attached for your signature at Tab I is a memorandum to Fred Ryan 
recommending that the President not meet with a group of 
religious leaders who are proposing an immediate nuclear testing 
moratorium as indicated in the group's letter to the President 
(Tab A) and in a parallel letter to Jack Matlock (Tab II). 

Your memo to Fred Ryan indicates that we have arranged for 
representatives of the group to meet on an informal and 
off-the-record basis with Jack Matlock and Sven Kraemer on March 
26. (In such a meeting, Matlock would cover US/Soviet summit 
issues, and Kraemer would briefly review the President's latest 
nuclear testing limitations initiatives. Jon Purnell and Steve 
Steiner would also attend.) 

~• Stevef-/iK:;.ner, 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

f #1 - (J_ ~j_/ 
Judyt Mandel and Bo~hard concur. 

That you approve the Matlock/Kraemer meeting with the rel i gious 
group ' s representatives on the above basis. 

Approve Disapprove 

That you sign the memorandum to Fred Ryan at Tab I, responding to 
his memorandum and to the group's letter to the President at Tab 
A. 

Approve Disapprove 

Attachments 

Memo to Ryan Tab I 

Tab II 
A Incoming Correspondence 
Religious Group's Letter to Matlock 
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506 

MEMORANDUM FOR FREDERICK J. RYAN, JR. 

FROM: RODNEY B. MCDANIEL 

SUBJECT: Religious Leaders' Meeting -- March 26, 1986 

We recommend against a meeting by the President with an 
interdenominational group of religious leaders, under the 
coordination of the American Friends Service Committee, 

2259 

who have sought such a meeting next week to present their case 
for an immediate moratorium on nuclear testing. 

We do not believe that a discussion by this group with the 
President would be productive, as they clearly do not support 
his policy on the subject, and as they would probably use such 
a meeting to heighten their media profile. 

On the other hand, we do believe it appropriate that 
representatives of the group meet on an informal and 
off-the-record basis with appropriate members of the NSC Staff, 
and we have arranged such a meeting for the afternoon of March 26 
with the NSC's Senior Director for European and Soviet Affairs, 
Ambassador Jack Matlock, and with the NSC's Director for Arms 
Control, Mr. Sven Kraemer, who has met previously with members of 
this group. 

We have indicated to the group that following their meeting with 
NSC staff, they cannot have a press conference in the White House 
complex as they had requested and they have agreed. 

We understand that representatives of the group will not be able 
to meet with Secretary Shultz, whom they had hoped to meet, but 
that they may be able to meet with Under Secretary Whitehead. 

Attachment 

Tab A Incoming Correspondence 



A 



• 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON . 

MEMORANDUM . -~ March 17, 1986 

TO: v'RoDNEY McDANIEL - LINAS KOJELIS 

FROM: FREDERICK J. RYAN, JR. , DIRECTOR 
PRESIDENTIAL APPOINTMENTS AND SCHEDULING 

SUBJ: REQUEST FOR SCHEDULING RECOMMENDATION 

PLEASE PROVIDE YOUR RECOMMENDATION ON THE FOLLOWING 
SCHEDULING REQUEST UNDER CONSIDERATION: 

EVENT: Meeting with religious leaders to discuss their concern 
over the continuation of nuclear testing 

DATE: March 24-28, 1986 

LOCATION: The White House 

BACKGROUND: See attached 

YOUR RECOMMENDATION: 

Accept __ Regret.JL_ Surrogate Message__ Other 
Priority NSC Staff 
Routine--

IF RECOr,1MENDATION IS TO ACCEPT, PLEASE CITE REASONS: 

RESPONSE DUE: ASAP -------- TO JEAN APPLEB y ~ci<soN 



American Friends Service Committee ~
1 

Washington Office 
James H. Matlack, Director 
Kathy Flewellen, Associate Director 

1822 R Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20009 

202/ 483-3341 

Hon. Ronald Reagan 
President 

March 12, 1986 

Attention: Jean A. Jackson 

The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear President Reagan, 

Deputy Director of Schedulin 
Room 182 OEOB 

I write to you on behalf of a distinguished group of religious 
leaders who seek an appointment in the week of March 24 to 28 
to share with you their concern over the continuat'i~h ~£ hd6iedr 
testing and their plea for mutual cessation of such testing in 
light of the current Soviet moratorium which will expire at the 
end of March. , 

I enclose a copy of the statement which some 200 eminent religious 
leaders have signed. They urgently seek an opportuinity for a small 
delegation to convey this message in person to you during the last 
week of March. The fact that, for the Christians in the group, it 
is Holy Week lends special emphasis to a conversation on such 
profound issues of policy and morality. 

While I cannot list all the names in this brief letter, I can 
tell you that the group includes the heads of the following 
denominations: American Baptist Church, Church of the Bretheren, 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations, Reformed Church in America, 
United Church of Christ, and the Unitarian Universalist Association 
as well as 20 bishops from the Episcopal Church, seven bishops from 
the Lutheran Church in America, and three Catholic bishops. Other 
notable signers include Father Theodore Hesburgh, President of 
Notre Dame University; Rev. Arie Breuer, General Secretary of the 
National Council of Churches; Bishop John Hurst Adams, Chairman 
o~· the National Congress of Black Churches; Ira Silverman, President 
of the Reconstructionist Rabbinical College; Arthur Hertzberg, 
past President of the American Jewish Congress; and Dr. Doris 
Younger, General Director of Church Women United. 

The American Friends Service Committee--the principal Quaker agency 
for humanitarian aid, peace, and sociai justice work--and Clergy 
and Laity Concerned--an ecumenical peace organization--have coordi­
nated the effort to secure so broad and impressive a list 9 f signers. 
I have been asked to make arrangements for an appointment, if 
possible, with the President or his near advisors on this matter. 

+he best days for such a meeting would be Tuesday, March 25, or 
Wednesday, March 26. I expect that 7 or 8 heads of denominations 
and other high officials would attend. I know that your schedule 
is always very tight but hope that some time might be found for 
this important visitation. I can be reached at 483-3341. 

An Affirmative Action Employer 



. NOT FOR RELEASE -- ADVANCE TEXT -- TO BE DELIVERED MARCH 25 or after 

There are moments when decisive ectio:i can change the course of history. One 
BUch moment occurred et the end of Wo::ld War n, wher, the US and USSR migh~ have 
found a way to prevent the beginning c! the nuclear arms race. They !ailed, and 
ve live under the ~~ening nuclear Bhaciow today because of that failure. 

Another moment occurred in i963, whe:c President John r. Kennedy announced that 
the US would suspend nuclear tests in the atmosphere !or as long as other 
nations did the same. The Soviets responded positively to Kennedy's call and 
within a abort time the Limited Test mn Treaty was signed, saving future 
generations around the globe from eve:: increasing levels of radioactive fallout. 

Today, Mr. President, we stand at another such moment, and you ere the leader 
with the chance to take an action which can turn the world toward peace. As you 
kno., last July Secretary Gorbachev announced a 5-month moratoriWII on nuclear 
T.esting and asked the United States to do the same, an initiative not unlike 
President Kennedy's in i963. The Sovieu did observe the five-month moratc::i\:m, 
despite the feet that we used that time to continue tests of new weapons. l.Il 
January, Mr. Gorbachev announced a th--ee-month extension of the moratorium, to 
the end of March , 986. 

The Soviet moratoriWII may or may not mean that they are open to a Comprehensive 
Test Ban Treaty, but we will never kn01oi unless we take .the next step. 

"e urge you to take that next essential step: immediately call a halt to nuclear 
explosion tests until the Swmnit meetins and indicate your openness to a !~..he:­
extension if the Soviets do not resume testing. 

lour action will not endanger nations.: secu:-ity. A nuclear testing moratorium is 
verifiable. Seismic monitoring :!acili-:.ies can detect underground nuclear 
explosions with high reliability. You:: action can also test the Soviet statement 
that they are willing to discuss on s::. te inspection. This has always been e. goal 
cf US policy, and we urge you to explore 'this opening fully. 

As religious leaders in a nation which places great reliance on religious 
values, we are deeply troubled by our nation's growing reliance on weapons of 
mass dest..~ction as our source of secu::i~y. Throughout the scriptures, nations 
are warned not to trust in weapons anc we...-:-iors :!or security, but in God. lo do 
otherwiee, scripture teaches, is to invite destruction, and history is litured 
with the remains of those who ignored this warning. 

iie seriously question the morality anc:. the wisdom of the endless stockpiling o! 
nuclear weapons capable of ending all l!.fe on earth, and of military budgeu 
which call· !or spending $2000 per yea:: for every man, woman and child in this 
nation. These weapons exact a 'terrible ~ell on all the peoples of the world, 
even if they are. never used in battle. Resources spent on weapons leave the 
hung:-y without ! ooci, the home less wi tnout shelter, the sick without care, and 
the unemployed without jobs. 

~e stand at a crossroads. One way leads to the dead end o! nuclear Armageddon. 
The other leads to a future c! peace and prosperity without nuclear weapons, and 

· with life in abundance :!or all the world I s people. You have the power to su.rt 
the wo:-ld down the second way. A.s people of :!ai th, to e. person o! !ai th, we urge 
you, .M:-. ~sident, to choose life in this historic moment and announce tha't the 
Uni 'ted Ste.us will halt the testing o! nucleer wee.pons. 

r,v 
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American Friends Service 
' .. g -

Committee· -~-
Washington Office 
James H. Matlack. Director 
Kathy Flewellen. Associate Director 

Ambassador Jack F. Matlock, Jr. 
Special Assistant to the President 

European and Soviet Affairs 
National Security Council 
Room 368 OEOB 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Ambassador Matlock, 

1822 R Street. NW 
Washington. DC 20009 

202/ 483-3341 

March 12, 1986 

Attention: Ms. Stella Brackman 

I write to you on behalf of a distinguished group of religious leaders who seek 
an appointment in the week of March 24 tO 28 with President Reagan or his close 
advisors to share their concern over the continuation of nuclear testing and 
their plea for mutual cessation of such testing in light of the current Soviet 
moratorium which will expire at the end of March. 

I enclose a copy of the statement which some 200 eminent religious leaders have 
signed. They seek an opportunity for a small delegation to convey this message 
in person during the last week of March. The fact that, for the Christians in 
the group, it is Holy Week lends special emphasis to a conversation on such 
profound issues of policy and morality. 

While I cannot list all the names in this brief letter, I can tell you that the 
group includes the heads of the following denominations: American Baptist Church, 
Church of the Bretheren, Union of American Hebrew Congregations, Reformed 
Church in America, United Chruch of Christ, and the Unitarian Universalist 
Association as well as 20 bishops from the Episcopal Church, seven bishops from 
the Lutheran Church in America, and three Catholic bishops. Other notable 
signers include: Father Theodore Hesburgh, President of Notre Dame University ; 
Rev. Arie Brauer, General Secretary of the National Council of Churches; 
Bishop John Hurst Adams, Chairman of the National Congress of Black Churches; 
Ira Silverman, President of the Reconstructionist Rebbinical College; Arthur 
Hertzberg, past President of the American Jewish Congress; and Doris Younger, 
General Director of Chruch Women United. 

The American Friends Service Committee (the principal Quaker agency for 
humanitarian relief, peace, and social justice work) and Clergy and Laity 
Concerned (an ecumenical peace organization) have coordinated the effort to 
secure so broad and impressive a list of signers. As Director of the AFSC 
Washington Office, I have been asked to seek an appointment, if possible, 
with the President or his close advisors on this matter. Having spoken with 
President Reagan's Scheduling Office, there is almost no chance to meet with 
him during the week in question. Thus I turn to you for a possible appo i ntment. 

The best days for a meeting would be Tuesday -'- -~?:c_h _ _ ?,,?_, _J>L-W.e4nf?-~d.~ _)1.ar~L 
I expect that 7 or 8 persons would attend representing various denominations 
at the highest level. I hope that time might be found for this visitation. 

Please call me at 483-3341 for further information or to discuss details of 
a possible appointment. With best wishes. 

Y\\Al \"l 1 Q,.'Uo.. c R 
Sincerel\ _ l 

ames Matlack 
An Affirmative Action Employer 

Director 
AFSC Washington Office 
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Lea: t:. F-re■ioent: 

There are aaaenta when decisive acticm can change the courae o! hiBtory. One 
aucb .,..nt occurred at the end o! lio:-ld liar n, vhe~ the US and Us.9 lligh': bave 
!ound a way to prevent the beginning o! the nuclear aru race. They failed, anc 
.. liw under the ~ken:ing nuclear abaciov today becauae o! that failure. 

Another a011ent occurred in 1963, vbezl President John r. lennedy announced that 
the US would au.pend nuclear teata in the ataosphere :!or u long u other 
na'tiona did the aue. The Sovieta responded po■itively to Kennedy'• call and 
within a abort tiae the Limited Te•t mn Treaty vu ■igned, •Ting future 
generations around the globe from ever increaaing levels o! radioactive :fallout. 

Today, Mr. Preaident, ve stand at another •uch moment, and you are the leader 
with the chance to 'take an action which can turn the world toward peace. Aa you 
knOI', last July Secretary Gorbachev announced a 5-month moratorium cm nuclear 
T.esting and aaked the United Statea to do the same, an initiative not unlike 
President Kennedy's in 1963. The Sovieu did obaerve the :!ive-month morato:-ii=, 
ciespi T.e the :fact tha't we uaed that time to continue te•ta o! new weapons. Ill 
January, Mr. Gorbachev announced a tna,e-month extension o! tbe moratoriwr., to 
the end o! March 1986. 

The Soviet moratorium •Y or may not mean 'that they are open to a Comprehensive 
Tes't Ban Treaty, but ve will never mow unless ve take the nert atep. 

lie urge you to take tbat next essential step: immediately call a halt to nuclear I 
explosion tests until the Summit mee~ and indicate your cpenneu to a :fu:-tber 
ertensian 1:! the Soviets do not resume testing. 

You:- action will not endanger national aecurity. J. nuclear testing moratorium is 
verifiable. Seiamic monitoring :!acili-:.ies can detect underground nuclear 
explosions with high reliability. You:r acticm can also teat the Soviet statement 
'that they are willing to diacuas on a!te inspection. Thia has always been a E()al 
of US policy, and ve urge you to explore 'this opening fully. 

As religious leaders in a nation vhicb places great reliance on religious 
values, ve are deeply troubled by our na'tion' s growin£ reliance on weapons of 
mass destruction as our source of aecm-1-ey. Throughout the scriptures, naticrus 
are warned not to trust in weapons anc wa..-riors :f' or aecuri ty, but in Goci. ! o do 
otherwise, scripture teaches, is to i:lvite destruction, and histo:-y is litured 
1-ith the remains o! thoae who ignored this •&mini• 

iie ae:-ioualy question the morality anc the wisdom of the endless atockpili;ig of 
nuclear weapons capable of ending all l!:fe on earth, and of military budgeu 
which call· for spending S2000 per yea:- for every an, woman and child in this 
na'tion. These weapon■ exact a T.errible ~oll on all the people• o! the world, 
even if they are. never uaed :in battle. Resources spent on weapons leave the 
hlmg:-y without :f'ooci, the homeless without shelter, the aick without care, and 
the 1memployed without jobs. 

Re stand at a croesroads. One way leads to the dead end of nuclear Armageddon. 
The other leads to a future of peace and prosperity without nuclear weapons, and 
with life in abunciance !or all the wo:-ld's people. Iou have the power to a'tart 
the world ciown the aecond way. b peo;>le of faith, to a person of faith, ve urge 
you, M:-. P!-esicient, to choose li!e in 'thie historic moment and announce that the 
United States will bal t the testing ~ nuclear weapons. 


