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Unofficial translation

His Excellency

Mr. George BUSH

The President of the United
States of America

Dear Mr. President,

Addressing this message to you as Chairman of the Sixteenth
Economic Summit of the Seven's leaders due to be held in Houston,
and through you, to its other participants, I wish to continue
the discussion of the general problems of the world's development
and of ways of getting our economies closer together.

The time which has elapsed since the Paris summit has been
filled with developments of truly historic proportions. At the
political level, a great deal has been done in terms of
overcoming the divisions in the world. The division of Europe
is becoming a thing of the past. The antagonism between *the
blocs and the superpowers is giving way to relations of
partnership and cooperation.

Disarmament processes are gaining strength, which not only
makes the world safer, but is creating a solid foundation for
a sustained development of the world economy.

Overcoming the economic division of the world is now the
order of the day. What needs to be done is achieving
compatibility between different economic mechanisms and creating
new cooperative structures. The decisions of the Bonn conference
on ecconomic cooperation and the establishment of the European
bank for reconstruction and development are going in this
direction.




The granting to the Soviet Union of the observer status
in GATT is cause for satisfaction. It is a real step toward
economic openness. The Soviet contacts with the International
Monetary Fund, the World Bank, and the Organization for Economic
Cooperation and Development are on the increase. The agreement
between the USSR and the European communities on trade and
commercial and economic cooperation, concluded last December,
has begun to operate. The recent US-Soviet summit in Washington
saw a genuine "breakthrough" in economic matters.

It is important that the rapprochement between East and
West is not taking place in isolation from the rest of the world
and that it is contributing to shaping universal principles
of economic comity of all states, including developing countries,
which was stipulated in the decisions of the Eighteenth Special
Session of the UN General Assembly.

Looking back at the year past, we believe that the Soviet
leadership has been doing everything in its power in order to
buttress its new policies with concrete actions both at home
and abroad.

Today, the USSR is going through a most critical stage
in perestroika. It involves breaking the obsolete economic
structures and a transition to market economy. Without these
radical steps, further renewal of our society will be impossible.

At present, the Soviet leadership is looking for ways of
supplementing the internal transformations with outside financial
and economic support. These efforts are directed toward securing
credit assistance, attraction of foreign capital, transfer of
managerial experience, personnel training, and include other
measures conducive to creating a competitive economy.

The first contacts in this regard have taken place, and
by and large we are finding understanding.

Perhaps, it would be possible to talk about worxing out
long-term agreements on large-scale credit and investment

cooperation which in effect would be a serious factor of




stabilization and a transition to the market economy in the
USSR. Establishment of a specific program of cooperation -
eventually mutually beneficial cooperation - would best serve
this objective.

I feel that a sustained economic dialogue between the USSR
and the Seven would contribute to that as well.

Sincerely,

Mikhail GORBACHEV

Moscow, Kremlin
July 4, 1990
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LelaeT Mup OOJiee 0630IAaCHHM, HO M 3aKJIgIuBEeT IIPOYHYI0 OCHOBY
LLs yCTOMYMBOTIO DE3BUTLE MUPOEOY 3KOHOMUKH.
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BaXOIMM IIOHUMaHME.
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During the course of the dinner conversation, Secretary Baker
said he had a comment to make in the form of a question. He
wondered whether Foreign Minister Shevardnadze believed that if
President Landsbergis were to go to Moscow and agree to suspend
(as opposed to annul) actions taken in Lithuania, whether that
would be sufficient to lead to the beginning of a dialogue.

The Secretary also expressed the hope that the Soviet
leadership would not make a decision to introduce direct
Presidential rule in Lithuania. 1In the United States, for
example, that would be perceived as a blatantly anti-democratic
move which would play very badly in terms of U.S. public
opinion. He concluded by expressing the hope that a process
will be initiated whereby a solution can be found to the
current situation in Lithuania.

Baker further expressed the hope that the Soviet government
will do all it can to discourage the Russian minority in
Lithuania from organizing demonstrations which could
potentially lead to clashes. He recalled that in his first
conversation with Minister Shevardnadze during the current
Ministerial he had expressed U.S. support for the positive
changes taking place in the Soviet Union. The U.S. desires to
be able to continue to support the efforts of Minister
Shevardnadze and President Gorbachev. The positive changes in
the Soviet Union are important to the entire world.

Foreign Minister Shevardnadze paused for a rather long moment
before responding to the Secretary's remarks. Then he replied
that in responding, it should be understood that decisions
concerning such considerations as those implied in the
Secretary's remarks are ordinarily made by the Soviet
leadership on a collective basis. Despite that, speaking
personally and individually, he expressed the supposition that
if Landsbergis were to come to Moscow, it would be very
positive and helpful. Changing his tone and expression
somewhat, the Foreign Minister wondered aloud whether under the
circumstances the Lithuanians could really expect Gorbachev to
come to them. He continued that as far as the Soviet
leadership is concerned Landsbergis is an unknown entity.
However, he is considered to be inexperienced, naive -- and,
therefore, politically speaking, dangerous. In this respect,
under the former music professor's leadership, rather
starry-eyed decisions have been taken in Lithuania, the
profound implications of which have only subsequently become
apparent.



Shevardnadze continued that there are large Russian, Polish and
Belorussian minorities in Lithuania. Many of those minority
people who are against secession are employed at factories.
Thus far, particularly in those factories that are "all-union"
(as opposed to those of the Lithuanian Republic), despite the
ethnic mix, it has been possible to keep order. He said his
most grave fear is that there will be some kind of incident or
clash between factions or minorities or even between
individuals that could lead to an explosion.

Shevardnadze again stated that the Soviet leadership is
unequivocally and categorically against the use of force in
Lithuania. In that connection he recalled two incidents from
recent times. Force was used during the Georgian uprising last
year. The decision on that score had been made "legally" in
the Georgian Republic; still, the actions of the local
political and military authorities were subsequently officially
condemned at the highest governmental level. He emphasized
that it had not been easy to make the decision to condemn the
use of force, since that reflected so badly on the local
authorities and on the military. In connection with the
Armenian-Azerbaijani clashes, he recalled that there had
actually been an all-out civil war. 1In that situation, the
Central Government was accused of being remiss for not having
sent troops in early enough to prevent the bloodshed that took
place.

Despite such considerations, Shevardnadze reiterated that the
use of force in Lithuania is something totally outside the
Weltanschauung of the current Soviet leadership. The only
"weapon" it desires to use is dialogue. He again expressed his
profound concern about the possibility of the accidential
outbreak of explosive violence as the result of some individual
incident. He maintained that troops have been sent into
Lithuania solely for the purpose of "keeping the 1id on" and
preventing a repetition of events such as those in Tbilisi or
Baku.

Alluding to other remarks made by the Secretary, Shevardnadze
said that as to foreigners being put out of Lithuania or
journalists being fettered in their work there, if any such
measures are taken it is not with the intention on the part of
the authorities to prevent news coverage of events or to have
any "closed" areas. All those kinds of things are in the
past. However, he continued, it has been learned from sad
experience that extremist factions on both ends of a local
political spectrum in these kinds of situations "play to the
cameras." The presence of foreigners and representatives of
the media and exacerbates fosters that kind of grandstanding.



Shevardnadze said the Soviet leadership is deeply mindful of
its profound responsibility -- in the given instance in terms
of Lithuania -- and in a larger sense because it realizes its
responsibility to all the other peoples and republics in the
USSR, as well as to the peoples of Europe and, indeed, of the
world. Consequently, it would neither be in anyone's interest
to have this situation go badly, nor to have perestroika fail.
He alluded to serious internal conservative criticism of the
current leadership. The Gorbachev Administration has been
accused by conservatives of bringing about the dissolution of a
stable, secure Soviet state. Shevardnadze repeated that he
used to maintain that there is no alternative to perestroika.
Now, he said, he realizes his earlier contention was not
correct. Should perestroika fail, the alternative is the
emergence of a dictatorship -- with all the attendant
deportations, enforced exiles, and executions that will take
place. There are enough sufficiently recent examples of this
sort of thing.

Shevardnadze maintained that in Lithuania there will be no use
of force. He said every effort will be made to avoid incidents
and to maintain order and peace -- as well as to work out some
dialogue and some solution to the current situation. Despite
his expression of such grave concerns, Shevardnadze said he is
by nature an optimist, and he expressed his optimistic
confidence in the fact that the current situation will be
resolved peacefully.



United States Department of State

Washington, D.C. 20520

MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION

Date: April 4, 1990

Time: 4:00pm - 7:30pm

Place: Secretary Baker's Office

PARTICIPANTS:
U.S.: Secretary Baker
Dennis B. Ross, Notetaker
Interpreter

USSR: Eduard Shevardnadze
Sergey Tarasenko, Notetaker
Interpreter

Baker: I want to start by welcoming you and since you are
the guest I think you should go ahead and feel free to kick off
the discussions.

Shevardnadze: Thanks for the welcome. I believe this
meeting is of great importance because we have little time
before the Summit and we have a lot of work to do. I might
begin by discussing the date of the Summit. Taking into
account your previous proposals, we propose that we go ahead
and have the Summit between May 30th and June 3rd. My
impression is that this should be suitable to you. If it is
acceptable we could make the announcement during my visit.

Baker: When the Ambassador gave me the dates he said that
it was important that there be no leaks. I have discussed this
only with the President and so far there have been no leaks.

As I understand it, the dates and the scenario, as I have
described them in Namibia, would be okay with you. That is to
say we would have meetings here and then we would go to Maine
and we might come back here.

Shevardnadze: I discussed this with Gorbachev before
leaving and he believes that the main task right now is to set
the dates. All that you propose in terms of scenario is
basically acceptable, but he does prefer to reserve on certain
possible proposals that he might want to suggest about the
program. In any case, I will communicate our suggestions on
the program after I get back to Moscow.
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Baker: Good. You have no objection to the concept of
spending time at the President's residence in Maine?

Shevardnadze: No, that is fine with us.

Baker: Well, let me just say that the dates are acceptable
to us. They really do suit our needs as well. We might decide
how best to announce this. My sense would be that we should
announce this simultaneously from both capitals while you are
here.

Shevardnadze: We are ready to accept anything that you
suggest. Whatever you say is fine with us.

Baker: Well, I think it might be agreeable to us us
announce this tomorrow or Friday. If we announce this
tomorrow, we could do it simultaneously with an announcement in
both Washington and Moscow. That would leave much less of a
chance of a leak.

Shevardnadze: That could be. Maybe we might want to
announce it right after the meeting with the President or
before.

Baker: Whatever. Again, I think the important point is
that we would want a simultaneous announcement.

Shevardnadze: That is fine with us. Really whatever you
say is going to be fine with us and if you want to do it before
~the meeting with the President, that is fine.

Baker: I just want to be sure that we agree that this
should be a simultaneous announcement coming out of both
Washington and Moscow.

Shevardnadze: Yes, that's the most desirable.

Baker: Why don't I ask the President. I do worry about a
leak.

Shevardnadze: Fine. Let's leave it to the President.
Whatever he says will also be the opinion of the Soviet
President. You know you have a big advantage. You can just
pick up the phone and consult with him. It is a lot harder for
me.

Baker: That is the way it is for me when I am in Moscow.
Shevardnadze: Well, it is good that the dates are set.
The most important thing is to set the dates.

SECRE?P
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Now, as for the negotiations themselves, and what's going
to be involved with them, and what's going to be involved with
the results of the Summit, we have a lot to do and a lot is
going to depend upon the talks that you and I have. Of course,
a lot will also depend upon the specific results that emerge
from Vienna and Geneva. We have every reason to hope by the
end of May that we are going to have important and major
agreements. As I discussed with you, we are going to have a
lot to do in advance of that to prepare the documents that will
be signed at the Summit and to prepare well for the Summit and
that is one of the reasons I said we are going to need another
meeting between the two of us.

I have studied very carefully the status of the talks and I
must say that our readiness to have the Summit is not high at
this point.

Baker: I agree with that. We might also just finalize
what the other dates of the ministerial are going to be. The
May 16-19 is acceptable for us.

Shevardnadze: That's very good.

Baker: I do think on the announcement that tomorrow
morning is probably better because that will guarantee there
isn't a leak. We could do it at 9:00 in the morning here, 5:00
in Moscow. Is that okay?

Shevardnadze: That's quite okay.

Baker: One other item that the President wanted me to make
very clear to you -- and he just reiterated that on the phone
-- 1s that we are very concerned about the events in
Lithuania. I know you are aware of this and I want to let you
go through your agenda before I offer some comments on
Lithuania. But it is important especially given what the
President has just noted, that while we do not want to have
anything get in the way of the Summit and the ministerial, we
are making the assumption that Lithuania is going to be managed
in the way that is consistent with the principles of
perestroika and glasnost and that it will be settled peacefully.

Shevardnadze: Should we discuss the program of the Summit
tomorrow or should we talk about it now?

Baker: Well, we could do it now. The way we see it is
that the arrival would be in Washington on Wednesday afternoon,
May 30. The formal arrival ceremony would be on Thursday
morning, May 31st; there might be a state dinner that night.
Friday, June 1lst the two Presidents would go to Kennebunkport.

-SECRET
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You might have discussions here in advance of going up to
Kennebunkport on June 1 and then you could continue discussions
up there. There would be further meetings in Kennebunkport on
Saturday, June 2nd and you might return to Washington either
Saturday evening or Sunday morning. There would, of course, be
the possibility of additional meetings down here in Washington,
if needed. Perhaps there might also be a reciprocal dinner if
that is what you want on Sunday and maybe also a concluding
press event. What I am saying in a sense is that the June 1-3
timeframe can have a lot of built-in flexibility.

Shevardnadze: After our meeting, I will convey this to
President Gorbachev. We will want to have a reciprocal dinner
and probably also a press event. It is possible that President
Gorbachev will also want to make a public statement during his
visit here, but that is not definite at this point.

Baker: President Bush would hope that this timeframe will
be committed entirely to meetings with the President. If
President Gorbachev wants other events in the country, outside
of Washington, we would hope that those would take place either
before or after the May 30th-June 3rd dates. That doesn't mean
that he might not have time to visit the Congress while he is
here in Washington, that would be understandable. I'm really
only talking about his possible travel to other parts of the
United States.

Shevardnadze: Maybe we can decide this way. I will go
ahead and convey this to Moscow and then give you an answer
back on all this after my return to Moscow.

Baker: We can work out the details of the schedule through
normal diplomatic procedure. Tomorrow we will announce only
that there will be a Summit in the United States and we will
announce what the timeframe is from Wednesday, May 30th to June
3rd.

Shevardnadze: That's fine. We might also announce the
next ministerial.

Baker: Well, we need not do that as part of the White
House statement. We can do that at the conclusion of our
meeting in our press statements.

Shevardnadze: That's fine. What is important to me is
that the May 16th-19th dates are acceptable to you for the
ministerial. The only disadvantage that I see of those dates
is that they are too close to the Summit. On the other hand,
that gives our delegations a chance to work and to prove
themselves; they are going to have a lot to do so that the
Summit is well-prepared by the end of that meeting.
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I brought with me a letter from President Gorbachev that
responds to President Bush's letter. 1I'll give the original to
President Bush in the meeting but I wanted to give you an
advance copy so that you could tell the President about the
contents.-

Let me make some preliminary comments on the letter. You
will see in the letter that we are providing some answers to
some of the questions you have raised. I would like to
emphasize that we gave very close consideration to the letter
and we take a very broad view of the problems and of the issues
that will come up in the future talks after the 50% reduction
treaty is concluded. Overall, our approach is that we need to
really focus on concluding the 50% reductions treaty. I know
this is a view that you share as well. This will enable us to
initial the treaty at the Summit so that we can sign the treaty
by the end of the year. As I have said, we still have quite a
few issues that have to be worked out in the treaty, and they
are both of a substantive and technical nature. It is going to
require a lot of work to get that done. I know that your
people have proposed that we should take an inventory of all
the issues between us and see where we stand on each of them.

I support this. I think it is a practical and appropriate way
to proceed. 1I'd like to direct our people to do this exercise.

Baker: Good.

Shevardnadze: Yes, that would be very good because we
really have, as I have said, a number of substantive and
technical problems. And I remember the final stages of the INF
Treaty, we really had a lot of difficulties with some of the
technical problems that posed themselves.

Baker: Well, as you noted, I have got a list of the
problems that need to be solved and I will present it to you
tomorrow in the small group meeting on arms control and you can
compare our list against any list you might have. You are
quite right that we have a very big job if we are going to get
ready by the 30th of May.

Shevardnadze: With respect to some of the substantive
aspects of the reply, I do believe that it is not desirable at
this time when we have a number of substantive differences to
add to any of them. In other words, our real task right now is
to try to reduce the substantive differences and not
necessarily put a new one on the table -- an additional item
that we really don't have time to work out. But in the context
of your proposal, I have a suggestion to make. We would be
ready to make a substantial cut in our mobile SS-24s if you
would decide not to deploy your MX missile in a mobile form.
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We could record that in a political document if you'd like. To
be more precise, we would be ready to stop deployment of these
missiles by January 1, 1991. We would not be able to stop
deployment during this year. This is our initial position.

You will,- of course, want to study it and discuss it. As you
remember, I said in Namibia that there is a need for bold steps
and major tradeoffs that are equitable if we are going to
secure stability in our countries over time.

The second point in the letter I should note focuses on
fixed MIRVed missiles in the next negotiations, and our
readiness to discuss this. But cuts in one component should
not create instability in other components. We are ready to
discuss all problems, all issues, including major cuts in
warheads in all missiles -- ICBMs and SLBMs. We also are
willing to discuss cuts in ALCMs and bombers. In other words,
I think we need to have a full discussion of the strateqgic
triad. There are quite a few different variants that need to
be considered and I think all these elements must be taken into
account if we are going to have a real balance.

There is a factor I would like you to consider and that is
that we now have a situation that has been typical in your
country for a long time. That being, that all of these issues
of parity, balance, the end of the arms race, are being
scrutinized by our legislature. That is not new for you but it
is new for us. And I must tell you quite frankly that we are
hearing that we have made too many concessions. Both Gorbachev
and I are being criticized quite seriously. We are being told
that we make too many one-sided concessions; we are being told
that the INF treaty was an example of that; we are being told
that in these agreements now we are reducing 50% more missiles
than the US is. So, please understand that our positions
reflect an awareness of some of our political pressures as
well. There certainly are many interesting and reasonable
points in President Bush's letter and we want to look for
solutions and variants that will be acceptable to both sides.

Also, in order to record the interests of both countries in
continuing the START process, both Presidents really should
sign a statement of intent at the Summit on future talks. Many
of the ideas in the President's letter should be reflected in
such a statement of intent. We have come with a draft of such
a statement or declaration of intent. Your people should take
a look at it and we will try to take into account their ideas.
When you were in Namibia, you mentioned that the proposal that
you were passing on to us was one that you were keeping
confidential. Do you intend to keep it confidential or are you
going to go public with it?
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Baker: Well, I think we will keep it confidential. But,
undoubtedly, it will become public when we have to testify to
Congress on our discussions. I must tell you that I have heard
at the White House that an arms control reporter has already
been inquiring about this matter. So I don't know how much
longer we will be able to keep it confidential.

Shevardnadze: Well, then let's not make that a problem.
If it comes out, it comes out.

Baker: We sought to keep it confidential because we did
not want to publicize a proposal in the period between the time
you got it and had a chance to come back with an answer on it.

Shevardnadze: I understand.

Baker: Two other points in response to what you said about
the letter.

First, we too have a statement of intent or joint
declaration of principles for follow-on negotiations that we
would like to see signed. And secondly, in light of your
response to our proposal, maybe we could put in that statement
or that joint declaration the concept of de-MIRVing, noting
that the concept ought to be explored because it is something
that would promote stability. Our initial view is that we
would prefer not to talk about START II, but rather talk of
building on the START agreement because this is something that
will facilitate our ratification process here. But these
- matters we can discuss further.

Shevardnadze: Yes, let's discuss them in greater detail
and get our experts to discuss that. Of course, when we speak
of the arms reduction process we have in mind MIRVed missiles
too, not only ICBMs, but SLBMs, and also heavy bombers. Indeed
the entire spectrum of arms, not just one component of the
armed forces.

Baker: I understand that's your counter-proposal. We are
not in a position to agree at this point but I think we ought
to at least be thinking about some kind of generic statement on
de-MIRVing of land-based missiles because this is something
that could enhance our ability to talk about follow-on
negotiations and its purposes.

Shevardnadze: Well, let's think about that. In our
statement we are trying to identify all the main areas or
aspects of future talks, emphasizing the most de-stabilizing
weapons. But, let's take into account the fact that we each
have interests and that historically our forces and structures
have evolved in a certain way. That ought to be reflected in
the statement.
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Baker: Well, we will see. Certainly whatever you have to
present, we will take a look at. Whether we could agree to it
will depend upon what's in it.

Shevardnadze: Yes, of course. The main element is our
readiness to begin follow-on talks after the 50% reduction
treaty has been completed. The objectives and the main aspects
of those talks are what we are outlining. But we could compare
our draft with yours and we will see where they overlap.

Baker: Yes, we will have to see it. I haven't seen yours,
you haven't seen ours. Our experts can exchange them.

Shevardnadze: Let me emphasize what I said in Windhoek.
On the issue of ALCMs, my bag is empty. I really have no room
to maneuver on ALCM range. Other questions we can go over
tomorrow and discuss them and see if we can find compromise
solutions. I am hopeful that we can. On the possibility of a
statement as a result of our talks, I think we ought to at
least consider that. I have no objection to reflecting, in a
short statement, what we have agreed to. Maybe we don't have
to have a long statement.

Baker: I think that is right. I think we ought to not
have to feel the need to produce a long joint communique every
time we meet. If there is a very brief statement that records

what we have agreed to, that is fine.

Shevardnadze: I think that is right. We can ask our
experts to work out a brief statement reflecting agreements
only. On the basis of our previous meetings I have always had
a sense that we really run out of time and don't have enough
time to review the results of our overall discussions. We have
very wide-ranging talks. We have lots of experts, including
experts on bilateral relations. And somehow 90 minutes for a
concluding session doesn't seem to leave enough time.

Baker: Well, we can always extend that.

Shevardnadze: I brought with me our best experts on
regional issues, on economic issues, on transnational
questions, on humanitarian rights issues, on arms control --
really on everything.

Baker: Yes, it is true. In Moscow we made very good
progress on arms control, but we really gave short shrift to
the rest of our agenda. We shouldn't do that this time.

Shevardnadze: VYes. President Bush was saying in Malta
that at the forthcoming Summit, our bilateral relations should
take an appropriate and big place. Now, would you like me to
say something about Lithuania?
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Baker: I have got some things to say, but you are the
guest and if you would like to go first, that would be fine.

v nadze: Maybe you should make your remarks first.

Baker: Before I get into the issue of Lithuania, let me
make one other comment. When Admiral Crowe was visiting Moscow
President Gorbachev said to him that he was unhappy about a
tendency he saw on the part of some of the US delegation after
the Ottawa meetings to comment in an arrogant way about the
decisions that had been taken there. And further, he said he
felt that perhaps I was responsible for this attitude. I bring
this up because I have written a personal note to President
Gorbachev. In the note I said that I do not operate that way;
that I would not say anything like that, nor would I authorize
members of our delegation to do so. Also, I said in the note
that there were two people in this government that were most
supportive of perestroika and of Minister Shevardnadze and
President Gorbachev and that is President Bush and myself. We
are receiving a great deal of criticism for being too much the
defenders of the Soviet Union and the current Soviet
administration. And everything we have tried to do is to be
supportive of what you are trying to do. We certainly haven't
tried to make the job that the two of you have any harder. I
mention this only because I have written a letter to your
President and I just wanted you to know about that.

Shevardnadze: Let me say that when Gorbachev received
Admiral Crowe I was not even in Moscow, I was out of the
country, as you know. And I must be honest, I really didn't
attach too much importance to that meeting so I didn't even ask
to get a briefing about it. We respect Admiral Crowe but he is
not active, he is no longer a member of the Joint Chiefs. So
we don't attach that much significance to it. I will talk to
Akhromeyev about it and find out about what was said, and I can
tell you tomorrow if you would like. But let me just say that
President Gorbachev has a lot of respect for both President
Bush and you. He feels that very deeply.

Baker: I only mention this because I wanted to let you
know that I had written such a note. There is no need for you
to follow up on it. I just wanted you to know I had done this
and why I had done it. Can I go to Lithuania now.

Perhaps your Ambassador has given you a bit of the mood in
this country about Lithuania. All I have to say, I am going to
say because I know we have a very fine personal relationship.
Because of that and because of the kinds of discussions that we
have had, I can speak very frankly to you. 1In fact, I am going
to speak to you from the heart. I sent you a personal message
on the way back from Africa. And President Bush several days
after that send a message to President Gorbachev as well.
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I have got to tell you that Lithuania is creating problems that
can easily spill over into the relationship between our two
countries. In fact, it may already be doing that.

You need to know that this is 901ng to happen because
public opinion in this country and in the Congress is hardening
all the time. We have just had a vote in the Senate, a 93-0
vote, expressing the Senate's attitude on the issue of
Lithuania. Unless we can see some real prospect of progress
toward a peaceful solution, I really question how much longer
we will be able to maintain our current position with the kinds
of nuanced statements that you yourself pointed out in Windhoek
we have been making. I am just not sure we can maintain this
kind of posture.

I really think it would be untenable unless we begin to see
some real movement towards a peaceful solution. You need to
know that we are being accused of abandoning our principles, we
are being accused of rather naively trusting our personal
relationship with you and President Gorbachev.

I said in Africa, right after our meeting there, that you
had said that force would not be used and I said that I
believed you because I had no reason not to. Now the press is
saying that coercion and intimidation are being used. And as
you saw downstairs, they are raising this very question with
you. What you said at Andrews when you arrived yesterday was
perfect, because you said our only weapon is dialogue, honest
dialogue. And that's what we are seeking to promote.

That is one of the reasons we were encouraged. We were
encouraged by your statement, and I must tell you that we were
also encouraged by the meeting that Yakolev had yesterday But
one of the reasons I am not encouraged right now is that your
Interior Minister did not have the meeting that was scheduled
today take place with the Lithuanian delegation.

We are very conscious of the pressures that you face and we
are also very concerned that events not spiral out of control.
I mentioned that to you in Africa. I mean it is clear that all
that is needed right now is one incident where you feel the
need to go in and restore order. And we are going to be put in
a position where we are simply not able to defend what is going
on and what you are doing.

I really only mention this because of the genuine interest
and desire we have to see you succeed. I say this also because
I want you to know that the pressures are really building up
within the United States. It seems to us, and I didn't want
this to sound like we're preaching to you, that you need a
process or a mechanism to defuse the situation and to permit a
dialogue to begin and to continue. That is really very badly
needed. I am very pleased to see that in the debate in the
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Supreme Soviet about the secession law, that some have
emphasized the role of referendums. I am pleased, as well, by
statements that had been made, including I think by your
Interior Minister, that a suspension, not recision or
annulment, of the Lithuanian declarations might be a basis for
a dialogue. I am also pleased that the Lithuanians now favor a
referendum to be followed by discussions and a dialogue to
solve the problem.

A referendum could be the starting point for a credible
process. It would permit you to move away from past disputes.
Both parties could be looking to the future. It would
establish a new basis for talks that isn't tainted by old
arguments regarding legal status and sovereignty. The talks
that could begin about a referendum would give you time to go
forward with your secession law and you could say that law
applies in the case of other republics. It permits you to
side-step the declaration of independence. Pointing to a
referendum would allow you to make the argument, at least to
your hardliners, that you are not accepting the issue of
independence or that it has already been decided. Why would
there be a need to have a referendum if that were the case?

Now what you have said is that the Lithuanians have the
right to go, but with due regard to your laws. This idea of
referendum would provide a practical mechanism for getting
there. And it seems to me it also is consistent with at least
some of the elements of the secession law you have been
debating. And it would certainly meet the test of
self-determination and provide for self-determination.

I have further ideas, but I probably have already worn our
my welcome by getting into all of this. Please understand that
the reason I raise this issue and go into this kind of detail
is because we are genuinely concerned about how long we can
hold the position that we currently have. I know we have
talked about this generally before, and you have talked about
the difficulty of establishing a precedent for other
republics. But this approach could be taken without being
precedential because you are taking it with regard to a
republic prior to the finalization of your secession law. Any
referendum would have to be followed by talks that settle all
of the issues that are of concern to you -- security, economic
relations, borders, minority rights, etc.

I have got to tell you that I am worried. I am deeply and
genuinely worried. We don't want to see this thing spin out of
control. We do not want to see this deteriorate because it is
going to have a direct effect on our relations. We have come
so far in the last fourteen months. I do not want to see that
undermined. We simply have to find a way to keep moving in a
positive direction across the full range of our agenda and our
relations. But that isn't going to happen if this thing spins
out of control and deteriorates. In any case, to do that, it
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seems to us, that the people in the Baltics have got to believe
that they will, in fact, have the right of self-determination.
And that right, even if exercised some time in the future, is
not going to be subject to onerous technical and legal
requirements. I just don't see any other way out of the
problem.

One final thing. The Baltics are, of course, different
from the standpoint of the United States from other republics.
So the American people feel very strongly about the Baltics.
And they identify with that much more than they might with
republics in, for example, Central Asia. There is a different
juridical position in the view of the United States. So
finding a solution that deals with the desire for
self-determination in the Baltics is, in my view, far more
critical to the well-being of US-Soviet relations than it might
be in terms of some other republics.

Again, let me come back to the referendum. The referendum
and your acceptance of the referendum is a practical way to
go. The Lithuanian acceptance of the referendum is an implicit
acceptance of their backing away from the declaration of
independence. And it certainly can be portrayed as such by
you. I am sorry to spend so much time on this but I regard it
as a matter of extreme urgency. Today you closed the borders.
You have expelled two of our diplomats. The foreign press has
been told to leave, APCs move through the streets and are seen
on our TV. Now all of these moves normally presage a use of
force. And that is disturbing to everybody. And I must tell
you that everyone who doesn't like the fact that our relations
‘are moving from confrontation to cooperation are using what you
are doing as a vehicle to beat up on both President Bush and
myself. [Shevardnadze nodded at this point.] I just don't
know how long we are going to be able to hold the line, unless
we can point to a process that gives the Lithuanians a chance
for self-determination.

Shevardnadze: I will try to answer the points and some of
the questions you have raised. I acknowledge that it is not
necessarily easy. I agree that we have done a great deal to
improve the US-Soviet relationship and we are not just doing
this because of the US-Soviet relationship but we are doing it
for the general climate in the world. That is the reason we
can speak about the end of the Cold War and that is the reason
we can talk about ending the military face-off between us.

President Bush has talked about a new closeness. President
Gorbachev has said that we don't regard the United States as a
military enemy any longer. These really are great
accomplishments for our generation. I believe that we have a
responsibility to the world community, and it is very important
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for us to act wisely with restraint and with care in order that
we don't retreat from what's been achieved. I assure you that
we in the Soviet leadership, President Gorbachev and others,
value and indeed cherish the US-Soviet relationship. We don't
doubt for a minute your sincerity and President Bush's
sincerity when you speak of your support for what we are trying
to do in the Soviet Union. We know that you and the President
have been criticized over Lithuania. But please allow me to be
candid.

Gorbachev and I have also come in for a great deal of
criticism. We've come in for criticism after Panama. We were
criticized for not standing by certain principles and values.
What we actively did at that time need not be recounted here,
you know it well. Of course, the comparison between Panama and
Lithuania is not necessarily appropriate -- Panama was a
different country, Lithuania is part of our country. But still
we acted and were able to act and speak with some restraint.

It wasn't easy for us, wasn't easy for our President. What
do we do now? First, we were faced with an accomplished fact.
And I must tell you, we were deceived. When the Communist
Party in Lithuania became independent and established itself,
we discussed this at our National Party Plenum. The leaders of
Lithuania at that time said that in no way were they planning
to secede from the Soviet Union. They said that we really
didn't have anything to worry about, that they didn't plan to
secede. Though they did say that at some future point their
objective would be independence, but that was for the future,
it wasn't for now. Then when Gorbachev went to Lithuania and
he had good, frank and open discussions in Lithuania, secession
wasn't even mentioned.

Then there was the election to the Supreme Soviet in
Lithuania. And during that election, if you look at the
figures, you will see that the numbers of people who actually
participated in the election and those who voted for
secessionists, was not all that great. So the legality of that
decision, at least in our eyes, is somewhat doubtful.

Moreover, the decision was taken at night. 1In fact, we refer
to it as a night-time coup. Now, they like to say that the
decision of the Supreme Soviet in 1940 to be part of the Soviet
Union was illegal because there were Soviet troops in the
country. Well there are Soviet troops in the country today.

In fact there are three times as many. In any case, perhaps
you can say that the decisions that were taken at that time
didn't give the Lithuanians any choice; or rather the choice
that they had was to go with Russia or share their destiny with
the other countries that were being occupied by Hitler.
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If we were to look at this from the standpoint of
international law, this dispute could go on indefinitely. No
one imposed on Lithuania the constitution that is now in
effect, the one that was adopted in 1978. That was adopted in
a nationwide referendum. And the Lithuanians supported it
unanimously. That constitution is still in effect, and it is a
constitution that has elements that deal with the issues of
borders, foreign policy, defense, all the components that you
would expect to be dealt with in a constitution. It also, of
course, had the right of self-determination embodied in it.

And they have that right. But along with that right there are
also some obligations. You have to take into account the other
components that I mentioned.

Let me say to you, this is just for you, it is not for the
press. I may understand Lithuania better than others because I
am an ethnic, others aren't. And what I'll tell you, from my
perspective, is that they have acted in an irresponsible way.
We have been together for 50 years, and we have established a
common economy. If today we were to stop the supply of oil,
gas, grain and cotton, in two days that republic would
explode. There are thousands of different factories that are
linked to various organizations in other republics and I must
tell you that we are under some pressure to take measures to
sever these links. And it is not so easy at a point when we
have gone to decentralization to guarantee that such links
won't be severed. Moreover, Lithuania is a multi-ethnic
republic. There are Belorussians, there're Ukranians, there
are Russians, there are Poles; in our estimate there are about
2.5 million Lithuanians and there may be nearly one million
others. I might also tell you that the Russian-speaking
population is employed in the biggest factories and they are
against secession. There was a rally, you may know, that was
attended by 200,000 people. There is a real force that is
opposed to secession. In addition to this, the Belorussians
are saying that five or six of their rural districts were given
to Lithuania and they want them back. They have come to us and
they have said that if the Center isn't going to help, they'll
do it by force. We are trying to calm the situation.

You know what happened in Armenia and Azerbaijan. That's
what could happen here as well. 1In addition to that we have
big garrisons that are stationed in Lithuania; the Baltic Sea
is there, there are military bases; there are townships where
the military and their families live. No one can guarantee
that all this will remain calm. So the leaders of the Soviet
Union are very concerned; we are alarmed about the situation.

You are right, one incident could cause everything to
spiral out of control. 1In the Caucuses, we face a civil war.
In fact, we were accused there of moving too slowly, too late.



-SECREP
- 15 -

We want a serious dialogue. There was a chance for it when
Gorbachev called for a new body of the Council of the
Federation to be attended by the top leaders of all the
republics, including the Lithuanians. There was a preliminary
discussion and we asked the Lithuanians to come to this Council
to meet with Soviet leaders and lay out their concerns. We
hoped this would be the beginning of the dialogue. We know
that the Lithuanians are at an impasse and we know that they do
not know how to get out of it. They didn't come when we asked
them to come a week ago Friday. Gorbachev had even sent a
personal invitation to come and there were also telephone calls
from senior Soviet leaders asking them to come and discuss the
issue.

One other point. I must tell you that in the Soviet Union
the Lithuanian events are playing very badly. They are playing
especially badly in the big republics, like Russia, Belorussia,
Kazakhistan. And the President is facing a lot of pressure.

We need to find a common language, and we also need to restore
and re-establish order. We categorically rule out the use of
any force. That's our conviction. We can't do otherwise. But
we have a responsibility to maintain order. If there is a
clash, who is responsible? Those irresponsible ones who acted
over night. We have to ensure order.

Still we think there must be a dialogue. It has to begin.
I can't tell you why the Interior Minister's meeting did not
take place today. I can tell you there was no political reason
for it, and I will look into it for you and I will give you an
answer.

As for the law of secession, it has already been adopted.
And the institution of a referendum that you mentioned is
there. But it is not a panacea because they have already
decided in Lithuania without consultations with anyone. So now
there is a lot of discussion for how we deal with the
referendum, what the basis for it would be, what its date would
be and so forth. But I can say it would simply be
irresponsible to get up and say: "okay, you are free to go
right now."

Baker: I agree with that. That is not what I was
suggesting.

Shevardnadze: We can't simply let them go immediately.
What are we suppose to do, how are they suppose to live, how
are they suppose to operate? We'd have to separate all these
links. It wouldn't work.

Baker: What I was suggesting was that you talk to resolve

the questions that you were raising about borders, about
economic relations, about the relationship with Belorussia.
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All these things ought to be resolved through dialogue, and you
really need a process to be able to ensure that you can resolve
this through dialogque.

Shevardnadze: You are very wise to use the word process.
We've talked about getting a process and having a decision that
could work out whether we have a confederate relationship or
whether they choose to go. But that ought to be the result of
the process. We have now declared that we will have a
differentiated approach to each republic. That there will be a
separate treaty with each republic. And maybe the outcome will
be confederation with some republics. Maybe the outcome will
be secession with some republics. But there has to be a
process. We know we have to begin such a process. What is
important now for us in the Soviet Union and our friends abroad
is to exercise maximum restraint. People are beginning to
understand that this is all a big misunderstanding. Some of
the peasants we know are realizing this.

Baker: I agree that there is a big set of problems. And I
think that many of them can be resolved after you have had a
referendum or plebiscite. But the fact that you and they agree
that there ought to be a referendum should be some important
common ground. I believe that a referendum would calm the
situation. It would lay the groundwork for a dialogue which
wouldn't require that you rehash all the legalities or
technicalities. And, if you can begin to calm the situation,
you will also find that it has an effect on what's going on
outside the Soviet Union and the perception of what's happening
in the Soviet Union. Why don't you show that there can be a
dialogue. Why don't you permit the free expression of people
and let them go ahead and exercise their right to
self-determination?

Shevardnadze: Well, let me make several points: First, I
can't name a single leader in any other country that is more
interested in solving this problem and having stability in
Lithuanian than we are.

My second point is on the use of force. This again is a
deep conviction of ours. My third point is, and I have told US
reporters in the past, that there is no alternative to
perestroika. Well the truth is that that's a mistake. There
is an alternative to perestroika. If perestroika doesn't
succeed, then you are going to have the destabilization of the
Soviet Union. And if that happens there will be a dictator.

You know I was struck at the time by a speech that one of
the members of the Plenum made accusing us -- Gorbachev and me
-- of having ruined the country, of having lost Eastern Europe
and saying look at what we were doing to the country. He was
heavily applauded. And that applause represented a clear
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statement against those who support democratization and against
those of us who favor new civilized relations between the
Center and the individual nations and republics within the
Soviet Union. We have to find a way to get to a dialogue. But
we must ensure stability in the Soviet Union.

Destabilization in the Soviet Union is going to mean
anarchy not just in the Soviet Union, maybe in Europe, maybe
not only there.

Baker: I agree that what you have outlined could well be a
possible alternative. Nobody wants to see that happen. That's
precisely the reason I feel such a sense of urgency about
getting a process started that could put the Lithuanian
situation into a different category. In effect, put it on
hold, create a dialogue in which you could work out what needs
to be worked out. I think the way to get that process started
is by focusing on the issue of a referendum. It can't be a
referendum that is somehow suspect, that doesn't include
everybody. It has to include everybody in Lithuania.

Shevardnadze: Well, but the Lithuanians are proposing to
hold a referendum about not about whether they will secede from
the Soviet Union but rather whether or not they should be
entering into the Soviet Union. Since they said they never
were legally a part of it.

Baker: But if you offer a true referendum to be followed
by talks, I don't see how that could be turned down. No one is
. going to turn that down because if they turn it down they are
not going to be able to keep the support of public opinion. 1If
you just offer it, I think it is going to enhance and achieve
stability.

Shevardnadze: Well, now, this mechanism has been
established in our mechanism of secession. And we are in fact
providing for a procedure for referendum or plebiscite. Now
they said that this doesn't apply to them because they are not
a part of the Soviet Union. They must overcome this
psychology. They have to begin a dialogue. They had a chance
to come, they should have come to the Federation Council.
Gorbachev was ready and they didn't come.

Baker: But they are saying they want a dialogue and they
want to have a dialogue with the leadership of the Soviet
Union, not just with the Council. They say, as well, they
would like the opportunity for a referendum. It seems like
they are looking very hard for a way to take a step back and
the dynamics are good for putting in place a mechanism or
process that could short-circuit an incident that would result
in the loss of everything we have tried to build up.
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Shevardnadze: Well, we are looking for ways.

Baker: Was the meeting with Yakolev the beginning of a
dialogue?

Shevardnadze: It was a very good meeting, in a normal
civilized way. It just wasn't conclusive.

Baker: Let's take a break for a couple of minutes. I
don't think we will have time to get to Germany tonight so why
don't we do that at our dinner tomorrow night.

Back on Lithuania.

Baker: It is our assessment that the Lithuanians are
trying to take a step back. We hope you find a way to step
back as well. What gives us trouble is that you close your
borders; journalists are forced to leave; we see tanks in the
streets; there is no way to explain that. The Lithuanians are
now saying that they will accept a referendum and I suppose
that the basis of that referendum is something that you should
discuss. I don't know why you shouldn't. It also seems to be
that a future referendum would, in effect, nullify the
declaration of independence. 1In addition to this, the
Lithuanians have also said that independence should only come
in stages. Moreover, I have heard that they evidently agreed
in the meeting with Yakolev that the acts that had been taken
could be suspended or at least that they might suspend future
acts. So it seems to me that they are quite anxious to begin a
process, and it is a process that meets many of your
requirements. I just hope that someone in Moscow, maybe it is
you, will focus on getting a process or mechanism going before
there is an incident that basically destroys any possibility of
resolving the situation peacefully.

Shevardnadze: Well, we have to begin a serious
discussion. I don't know, as I said, how conclusive the talk
with Yakolev was. One meeting is not enough. Once a dialogue
begins, I think it will calm things down. Now we have a
decision of the Congress of Peoples Deputies that annuls a
declaration of independence. President Gorbachev has to comply
with the decision of the Congress. But, I think the process
will begin and I think we will work things out. It is very
important that we avoid any serious complications or clashes.
If we are able to avoid incidents, I think the people will
speak out and make their voices heard.

Baker: I think if you can avoid incidents you can start a
process.
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Ross: Could I ask a question? What, Mr. Minister, in your
eyes, would it take right now to begin the process or a
dialogue? What prevents it from starting now? Why wasn't the
Yakolev meeting the beginning of a dialogque?

Shevardnadze: Well, speaking strictly or legally, they
have to return to the status quo ante. Their decision has no
legal force. On that basis, we will won't be able to discuss
anything. A referendum can take place and afterwards we can
talk about afterwards what their place is going to be in a
federation. Or whether there will be confederate links or
whether they will want to leave the Union altogether. But that
takes serious discussion. One meeting with one leader is not
enough. Without a serious dialogue, things just cannot work
out. I must tell you that the Lithuanians are not simple
people. By that I mean they are not angels. They have certain
residency tests, they have also adopted discriminating laws.
You know they adopted a law that would prosecute people for
anti-state activities. It sounds a lot like the kinds of laws
we used to have.

Baker: You answered Dennis' question in a legal way; in a
kind of formal way. But why don't you approach it politically
and not legally? Politically, couldn't you over-look or ignore
the illegal act? You say it doesn't have the force of law.

Why not simply agree to start a dialogue and announce you will
go to a referendum and have talks about future relations? 1If
this very act that you say is illegal and doesn't have the
force of law in your eyes, then why do you have to pay any
attention to it?

Shevardnadze: Well, first of all they have to come to
Moscow. Gorbachev can't go there. You know, they know how to
get there. They can buy tickets and come on the train or we
will send a plane for them.

Baker: Well, three of them are in Moscow.

Shevardnadze: In any case, they will have to come to
Moscow and that's where we can work this out.

Baker: I appreciate the discussion we've had and I
appreciate. our spending time on this. I just want to reiterate
the point that this cannot be allowed to spiral out of
control. It really will undermine everything we have
accomplished. And as you said we have an obligation to the
world to try to keep things moving forward.

Shevardnadze: We don't want to see our relations sour.
And you don't want to see our relations spoil. As for
Lithuania, we will manage it, we will find a common language,

and it will work out.
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Baker. I hope so.

Ross took Tarasenko aside at the end of the conversation
and said the Minister spoke of the importance of having a
dialogue but avoided any mention of how such a dialogue could
begin. Did the Soviets have an idea? To be specific, what did
it take from the Soviet standpoint to get the dialogue, the
process, started?

Tarasenko said the key issue was that Landsbergis had to
come to Moscow. That this had become a matter of face for
Gorbachev. When Landsbergis hadn't come to Moscow when he'd
been invited, this had caused Gorbachev serious problems.

This, in Tarasenko's words, was the "codeword" for getting over
the hump: Landsbergis to Moscow.

Following the Baker and Shevardnadze comments to the press
a little while later, Tarasenko said Landsbergis needs to come

to Moscow and he implied Landsbergis should attend a Federation
Council meeting.

End of conversation.




May 17, 1990

Genera) -

je Firestone called about the guest list for the

Gorb La”é dinner. One of the people on the list is Archbishop
IakOache The President told Laurie he wanted your thinking oﬁ/
whetggi}w should be invited.

oxsf oD Iakovos No on Iakovos

gre would like to know the names of 4 or 5 Cabinet members
that spould be included:

saker, Cheney,

she also asked about the following:

Kissinger Okay No
Brzezinski Okay No
Kampelman Okay No

This is a reminder to you: You had several requests from
people to be invited to the dinner if at all possible.

Howard Baker Okay No
Alan Cranston Okay No
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

REMINDER: Gorbachev Dinner
(want to be invited:)

" Secy Cheney

Howard Baker
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THE WHITE HOUSE

May 11, 1990

Dear Alan:

I have received your note about the Gorbachev
dinner. wWe will do our best.

BN

THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

The Honorable Alan Cranston
United States Senate
Washington, D. C. 20510
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TATE DINNER (USSR) THURSDAY, MAY 31, 1990 - 7:30 PM VW
THE PRESIDENT & MRS. BUSH W %

(14) OFFICIAL FOREIGN DELEGATION

The Vice President & Mrs. Quayle

(2) Guests of the Vice President L/%M /%‘_47,&_
CABINET

The Secretary of the Treasury & Mrs. Brady

The Secretary of Defense & Mrs. Cheney
The Secretary of Commerce & Mrs. Mosbac’er

ATosm) GencraA

SUPREME COURT

The Chief Justice & Mrs. Rehnquist

DEPARTMENT OF STATE . u‘f cgé’z(_
A ,?,,7 ,A_t;-f (a 2;1‘;0-

The Secretary of State & Mrs. Baker
The Chief of Protocol & Mrs. Reed

e I Y el 2

WHITE HOUSE

Governor & Mrs. Sununu
General Scowcroft
Hon. & Mrs. Robert Gates

B
OTHER GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS

General & Mrs. Colin Powell
Dr. & Mrs. James Billington




STATE DINNER (USSR) THURSDAY, MAY 31, 1990

CONGRESS
SENATE:

Hon. George
Hon. Robert
Hon. & Mrs.
Hon. & Mrs.

Mitchell (D/Maine)

Dole & The Secretary of Labor (R/Kansas)
Claiborne Pell (D/Rhode Island)

Jesse Helms (R/North Carolina)

ALTERNATES: Hon. & Mrs. Joseph Biden (D/Delaware)
HoRw—bMrs—harey—Preoster—{RISeuth—Dakota )
Hon. & Mrs. Sam Nunn (D/Georgia)
Hon. John Warner (R/Virginia
HOUSE:
The Speaker & Mrs. Foley (D/Washington)
Hon. & Mrs. Richard Gephardt (D/Missouri)
Hon. & Mrs. Robert Michel (R/Illinois)
Hon. & Mrs. Dante Fascell (D/Florida)
Hon. & Mrs. William Broomfield (R/Michigan)
ALTERNATES: Hon. & Mrs. Lee Hamilton (D/Indiana)
Hon. & Mrs. Benjamin Gilman (R/New York)
Hon. Les Aspin (D/Wisconsin)
Hon. & Mrs. William Dickinson (R/Alabama)
GOVERNOR
PRESS
) Mr. & Mrs. Hugh Sidey
4-Mr. & Mrs. Arthur "Punch" Sulzberger, Sr. (Chairman, NY Times)
atfMs. Wendy Walker (CNN Senior Producer)
4 Mr. & Mrs. Tom Brokaw (NBC)
Mr . Mras—Ference—Hunt—(Assaciated Press)
Dot (et oo

FRIENDS OF VI NG NATION

Maestro & Mrs. Mstislav Rostropovich
Mr. & Mrs. Vladimir Feltsman

&/Mk
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STATE DINNER (USSR) THURSDAY, MAY 31, 1990 PAGE 3

ACADEMICIANS, SCHOLARS & CLERGY

Rev. & Mrs. Billy Graham

‘Dr. & Mrs. Henry Kissinger

Dr. & Mrs. Zbigniew Brzezinski
Archbishop Iakovos

BUSINESS LEADERS

Dr. Armand Hammer
2

ler

Mr & Mrs. Harold Pollng (Ford Motor Co.)

: n (Chairman, American—Express)
Hon. & Mrs. Tom Watson (former Amb. & former IBM)
Mr. & Mrs. W.C. Butcher (Chase Manhattan Bank)
Mr. & Mrs. Joe Allbritton (Riggs National Bank)

vMfAr. & Mrs. Donald Kendall (Pepsico)

Cco ITY LEADERS/GRASS ROOTS REPES ATIVES

Ber{jamin Hooks

Aé’.ms/,_,‘_/

POLITICAL & FINANCIAL SUPPORTERS

FAMILY

Mr. & Mrs. Neil Bush




STATE DINNER (USSR) THURSDAY, MAY 15, 1990

EVENING'S ENTERTAINERS
Miss Frederica Von Stade (& guest)

CELEBRITIES/SPORTS FIGURES

Mr. & Mrs.
Mr. & Mrs.
Mr. & Mrs.

Mr. & Mrs.
Mr. & Mrs.

Ivan Lendl

)

Jack Nicklaus

Michael Jordon (Basketball)
Hugh Cronyn (Jessica Tandy)
Morgan Freeman

Miss Michelle Pfeiffer ¢

% ‘Mr. Van Cliburn

FRIENDS

Mr. & Mrs. Jerry Weintraub

r. Roald Sagdeev

B man Fishr ~
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e United States Department of State
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\&"4}:} K ashington, D.C. 20520

LIMITED OFrICIAL USE

MEMORANDUM FOR BREN! SCOWCROFT
THE WHITE HOUSE

Suggested Guest List for State Dinner for Soviet

Subject:
President Gorbachev and Mrs. Gorbachev

We have prepared the following list of distinguished
Americans who might be invited to the State Dinner in honor of
Soviet President and Mrs. Gorbachev, May 31, 1990. In
compiling the list we have sought to identify individuals with
previous connections to the USSR. The list does not include
current U.S. officials in the executive or legislative branches.

J. Stapleton Roy
Executive Secretary



]
Government Officials (former) -

Arthur Hartman, ex-Ambassador to USSR

Gen. William Odom, retired, locally based, teaching at Yale
Henry Kissinger

Jeanne Kirkpatrick

William Luers, ex-Ambassador to Czechoslovakia and President

Metropolitan Museum of Art
Susan Eisenhower and Roald Sagdeyev (her Soviet husband)
James Billington, Library of Congress
Rozanne Ridgeway, President, Atlantic Council
Robert Bernstein, Chairman, US Helsinki Watch

A Char Jeadson Iy @ Bl s

Academicians

Ed Hewitt, economist at Brookings
S. Fred Starr, President Oberlin College
George Kennan
Richard Pipes, Harvard
Marshall Goldman, Harvard
George Breslauer, Cal-Berkeley
W Jerry Hough, Duke University
H ¥/ Gertrude Schroeder-Greenslade, U. Virginia
Dmitri Simes, Carnegie Endowment for Intnl. Peace

F
rj)H Marshall Shulman, Columbia U.
{5 Robert Levgold, Columbia U.
Murray Feshbach, Georgetown U.
Y., Harvard Univ.

Blair Ruble, Rennan Institute

Seweryn Bialer, Columbia U.
Edward Teller Heover IWSTitute

Media G@

Hedrick Smith, former NYTimes correspondent in Moscow
Robert Kaiser, Associate Editor, Washington Post, former
correspondent in Moscow
Vivian Castleberry, former Women's Editor, Dallas Times-Herald,
prominent in U.S.-Soviet cultural exchanges
William F. Buckley Jr., editor, National Review magazine
+«Ted Turner, owner, TBS/CNN broadcasting
Gary Lee, writes on Soviet Union for Washington Post
Harrison Salisbury, journalist
John McLaughlin, The Mclaughlin Group
Abe Rosenthal, NYTimes
Bill Hyland, Foreign Affairs
Bruce Van Voorst, Time Magazine

¥ (e C
i, @ \_"VUV‘-'\
— )

S A

- (\{ !



-

@

’\ ,
’ 4
Business }\

Charles Hugel, Chairman, ABB Inc. (Asea, Brown, Bovari, Inc., /
formerly Combustion Engineering) \\ \
Armand Hammer, Occidental Petroleum ’
John J. Phelan Jr., Chmn and CEO, NY Stock Exchange v/// J
John J. Murphy, Chairman and CEO Dresser Industries, Inc. N
Stephan P. Munn, President and CEO, Carlisle Co. Inc.

James J. Renier, Chairman and CEO, Honeywell, Inc. . W C. BUfQ/Jf
Robert Mallott, Chairman and CEO, FMC, Inc. (
John Capioltas, Chairman and CEO Sheraton Corp. C hate Menhe th
Thomas Plaskett, Chairman and CEQ, PANAM 6

Edwin Artzt, Chairman and CEO, Procter and Gamble (2%~

Donald Kendall, Pepsico - .
Dwayne Andreas, of ADM (Archer, Daniel, Midlands)v// Te -'4M&Df
Robert J. Carbonell, RJR DelMonte, Chairman, American Trade %:)SS

Consortium
George Soros, investor in EE democratic institutions /VYQfNﬂL
Benk

ﬂiaél (Arts, Religion, Entertainment) .
(‘\C/‘\H\( gt

Rev. Billy Graham

Mstislav and Galine Rostropovich 51 Sovrtt Emy

Bob Hope

Van Cliburn, pianist

L Mikhail Baryshnikov
4§ﬁnies—ec$seaf—ée;me5—Nixoa~s%a££047—p%anning—tc'st§ff—ﬁﬁ
3 3 irIstry inm USSR —

Zelda Fishchandler, Arena Stage (has done Soviet productions)
Yakov Smirnov, emigre comedian
Pamn Shriver, tennis star

7 Angeles Lakers-
Tom Clancy, author, Hunt for Red October
Se onn st H or d oberp”
ich fei . S "H for“Re to "

Leon Uris, author of "Exodus" -~
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DRAFT NUTIONAL SCIEDULE
Cr PRESIDENT GORBACHEV'S OFFICIAL VISIT

TO THZ UWITED STATES

(ay 30 to June 4, 1990)

May 30, Wednesday

18430 Arrival in lashington, D.C.
(Andrews AF base)

19.00 Arrival at Embassy.
No functions scheduled.

May 31, Thursday

10.00 JUfficial arrival ceremony at the Wwhite
House.
10.30-12.00 Meeting with President Bush at the

Oval Office.

13.00=14.30 Luncheon at the Zmbassy for prominent
intellectuals (the list of American
participants to be transmitted later).

16.00-17.30 Second meeting with Presidert Bush.
19.00- Ufficiel dinner hosted by President

Bush at the White House.




June 1, IFriday

9.30- Meeting at the Imbassy with Congressional
leaders over a cup of coffee (Speaker
Foley, House and Senate majority and
minority leaders Gephardt, llichel,
ilitchell, Dole, Chairmen of Armed Services
and Foreign Affairs Committees Fascell,
Les Aspin, 2ell, Hunn).

11.30-13.C0 Third meeting with President Bush.
14.00-15.30 Private lunch.
15.30=16.30 Awards for President Gorbachev to be

oresented at the Embassy:

FDR lledal of Freedoms;

Honorary Degree of Doctor of Sciences
of the Brown JUniversity;

International kartin Luther King ’rize
for 1990.

17.00-18.00 Concluding meeting with President Bush
at the Oval Office.

18.00-18.30 Ceremony of signing Soviet-US documents.

19.30=- Official dinner hosted by 2resident and
llrs. Gorbachev at the Embassy.




June 2, Saturday

9.30-10.30

11.00‘11-33

12.0

17.00

Evening

June 3, Sunday

10.00

13.30

16430

19.30

fresident Gorbachev and President Buch
hold joint press conference.

Officiel departure ceremony at the Vhite
rfouse.

Departure to llinneapolis, llinnesota.

Stay in lMinneapolis

Luncheon hosted by the Governor and
local sutnorities.

lleeting with }id-West business leaders

(electronics, chemical, food industries)
and with US cgricultural leaders
( Cristal, Block and others).

wo functions scheduled.

Depart for San Francisco.

Arrive Sen Francisco.

lleeting with former President heagan.

Dinner hosted by ".est Coast political
and business leaders.




June 4, llonday

10.30-12.30 Visit to Stanford University
(by invitation from the leadership of
the student organization and srofessors).
There will be an address.

- Depart San Francisco for Petropavlovsk-
Kamchatskiy.




DEPARTMENT OF STATE

THE SECRETARY

5/14/90

NOTE FOR BRENT SCOWCROFT

FROM: JABIII

Attached is the written text

of the message which Ambassador
Dubinin delivered to me orally
this morning.
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LIDOEKT

EMA

[TPCT'PANIAE OQUIIAABRCOI'C BlJTA 5 ClA
(30 maa - 4 upna 1990 rozme)

30 mas (cpena)
15,30

19.00

31 mag (uersepr)
10,00

10,30-I2.00

13.00-14.30

16,00-17,30

19.00

[IpuGuTe B BauMHITOH (aBmadasa "OHzIpwc").

Pa3meueHre B CORIOCONBCTERE.

3eyep CBOGCOIEHI,

CpniunansHesad LepeMOHNA BCTPEYH B
Benom mowme.

Berpeva ¢ npesrIeEToM Ix.Eymem B
OBanpHOM KalOuHeTe benoro Ioma.

3aBTpaK B COBIOCOJNBCTBE IJA BRATHHX
[IpencTarBuTeNIell NHTENMUTeHIINHU.
(CnucoK avepuKeHCKENX YYaCTHUKOB
6yImeT Iepelan IIO3IHEEe).

Bropas BcTpeue c¢ npesuzerTom [x.Eymewm.

Ofuiuanbruf ofen oT mMmeHMm [x.Eyma
B benom rmowe.



I ppaa (OATHEUIE)

9.30 - BeTpeva B IIOCONBCTEE 3a gamkoil xode
¢ JuOepavu KOHrpecca (CHUKep HOaneTH
npencraeuteneitr T.Qom, auIepH
IEMOKDATUUECKOTO CONBUMHCTEE X DEeCnyOir-—
K2HCKOI'O MEHBIMHCTBA B NajeTe W B ceHare
P.Tenxapnr, P.Mafxn, Ik.largenn, P.Joyn,
npercenareny KOMACCHE IO MEOCTDaHHHM
IeJlaM ¥ BOODYXREHHHX CHI IaJaTH
IpelncTaBuTssiell n ceHara L.Paccen,
JI.3cond, K.[Iann, C.EaHH).

I1.00-13.00 - TperTesa BCTpeYa C npe3uresTom [Ix.LEymem.
I14,00-15.30 - YacTHE 3aBTpax.
15,30-16.30 - llepemoHnnsa Bpyuerma i.C.l'op6adeBy

(B commnocontcTee) Memamm CBOGOIH

uM. @.PysBensTa

[lToyeTHOX CTeleHM IOKTOpa Hayk
DpayHOECKOTO yHWBEDCUTETA
MexrmyrapomHo¥ mpemmu uM. ilapTuHa JoTepe
Knura 1920 rozma.

17,00-18.00 - CaKIoY# TelBHaAd BCTpeYa C IIPe3nLEeHETOM
Ix.Bymem B OBanbHOM KaluHeTe
Benoro mowma.

18,00-18.30 - epeMOHUs INONIWCAHWA. COBETCKO-aMepUKaHCKU:
IOKYMEHTOR.,
12.30 - OOmumanshuit odem oT umeHM M.C.I'opGauera

C CYIpyroi B CORIOCOXIBCTEE,



2 1K ééora)
9.30-I0,30

II.00-II.30

12.00

17.00

3 MiHT (BOCKpeceHBe)
10.00

13.30

CoBMecTHaA IpeCC-KOHJepeHInAa
M.C.TopGauera u [x.Byua.

OguInNanbHes LepeMOHMS IIDOBOIOE B
Eenom mowe.

OrneT B NMHHeanmonuc (wWTraT LnMHHecoTa).

[IpeCHBaHre B MuHHeamouce

32BTpaK OT UMEeHNW I'yOepHATOpa W MECTHHX
BIECTEH,

BcTpeda ¢ NpPeICTABMTENAMI IEeJORHX KDYTOB
CpermHero 3amana (3JeKTDOHMKE, XNMBA,
nueBad NDOMHIJIEHHOCTE), & TaKke C
JIUIEepaNVm CeJECKOro xoagiicTma CULA
(Kpucrann, BIOK M ID.).

Beuep CBOGOIHHZA.

Orner B CaH-PDaHIINCKO.
[lpuortee B CaH-QpPaHIINCKO.
Becema ¢ OuBumMM IpezznmesToM P.Peiirasdom.

O06em OT MMEHM BeNyIMX IIperCTaEBUTeel
IOJIATHYECKOTO M IIeJIOBOTO MHpa 3allgaIHOr'o
II0CEpeKBA,



4 pond (OOHeIeNbHUK)

10,30-12.30 - llocemesne CTIHCOPOCKOTO yHUBEPCHTETA
(ecTh IpUIJelieHne PYKOEQOICTEa
CTYLEeHYECKOf opraHM3almi % OT [IPOJEeCCODPOR)
Bucrynnenne.

- BuneT u3 CaH-@paHINCKO B [IeTpOIaBlIOBCK-
Kamyarcknii.




May 10, 1990

General --

Secretary Baker called to say he was sending the attached papers
he received from the Soviets. He penned in some notes and read

them to me so they would be clear. He will touch base with you
in the morning.

1. The Soviets want the whole visit to be called a STATE
VISIT to the United States from arrival to departure.

2. The Soviets want to know who pays for what. For

example, what is our normal practice and how will that be applied
in this visit?

3. The Soviets want to know all the details of the trip to
Boston with Mrs. Bush.

Florence



- We wish to confirm our acceptance of a visit to Camp
David to stay there for the entire day of Saturday, June 2,
returning to Washington on the evening of the same day. Minister
Shevardnadze asked me to tell you that Mrs. Gorbachev intends
to accompany her husband to Camp David. We are convinced that
her joint stay there with Mrs. Bush will be mutually useful
and agreeable.

- As for the nature of the visit, we assume that for the
entire stay of the USSR President in the US this is going to
be an official state visit.

- Mrs. Gorbachev accepts Mrs. Bush's invitation that they
go together to Boston.
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OF PRESIDENT GORBACHEV'S OFFICIAL VISIT
TO THE UNITED STATES

(May 30 to June 5, 1990)

Mey 30, Wednesday

18.30 Arrival in Washington, D.C.
(Andrews AF base).

19.00 Arrival at the Embassy.
No functions scheduled.

May 31, Thursday

10.00 Official arrivel ceremony at the White
House.
10.30-12.00 Meeting with President Bush at the

Oval Office.

Mrs. Bush invites Mrs. Gorbachev

for a cup of coffee to the White House
Green Room.

13.00-14.30 Luncheon at the Embassy for prominent
intellectuals (the list of American
2< participants to be transmitted later).

15¢30-17.00 Mrs. Gorbachev opens the exhibition of
ancient Russian manuscripts at the
Library Congress.
Tour of e Library.

: s An
(pw




June

16.00-17.30

19.00~-

1, Friday

9030-

11.00-13.00

10000-13030

14.00-15.30

15.30-16.30

17.00-18.00

2e

Second meeting with President Busgh.

Official dinner hosted by President
Bush at the White House.

Meeting at the Embassy with Congressional
leaders over a cup of coffee (Speaker
Foley, House and Senate majority and
minority leaders Gephardt, Michel,
Mitchell, Dole, Chairmen of Armed
Services and Foreign Affairs Committees
Fascell, Les Aspin, Pell, Nunn).

Third meeting with President Bush.

Mrs. Gorbachev and Mrs. Bush depart
for Boston.

Call on the Wellesly College.

Brief address.

Private lunch.

Presentation of awards to President
Gorbachev (at the Embassy):

FDR Medal of Freedom;

Honorary Degree of Doctor of Sciences
of the Brown University;

International Martin Luther King Prize
for 1990.

Concluding meeting with President Bush
at the Oval Office.




June

18.00-18.30

19.30-

2, Saturday

June

9.30-
10.00-

Evening

3, Sunday

10000‘

11.00-11.30

12000'

17.00-

19.00-
21.30-

Evening

3.

Ceremony of signing Soviet-US documents.

Official dinner hosted by President and
Mrs. Gorbachev at the Embassy.
Entertainment by Soviet performers.

Depart for Camp David (by helicopter).
Talks at Camp David.

Return to Washington, D.C.

President Gorbachev and President Bush
hold joint press conference.

Official departure ceremony at the
White House.

Depart for Minneapolis, Minnesota.

Luncheon hosted by the Govermor and
local asuthorities.

Meeting with Mid-West business leaders

and with US agricultural leaders
(Cristal, Block and others).

Depart for San Francisco.
Arrive San Francisco.

Free time.



June 4, Monday
9.30-10.15

11.00-13.00

13.30-15.00

15.30-

June 5, Tuesday

80 30"
(local time)

4.

Breakfast and conversation with
President Reagan (at the Soviet
residence).

Visit to Stanford University

(by invitation from the leadership of
the student organization and faculty).
President Gorbachev will make an address.

Luncheon hosted by West Coast political
and business leaders.

Depart San Francisco for Petropavlovsk-
Kemchatskiy.

Arrive Petropavlovsk-Kamchatskiy.




YTOYHEHHHA MPOEKT CXEMH [MPOI'PAMMH

30 masa, cpena
18.30
19,00

31 mag, YeTBepT
10,00

10.30-I2.00

13.00-I4.30

15.30-I7.00

16,00-17,30

19.00

OQULIMATTBHOT'O BASMTA B ClIA
(30 Maga - 4 moRg 1990 r.,)

— [IpaGuTRE B BamHrToH (aBmadass

" SHIIDDC") .
PasMemeHre B COBIOCONBCTEE.

Beusp cBoGOmHNIE,

OPnumanbHas LepPEeMOHAS BCTDSYA B
BenoMm mome.

Berpewa ¢ npesmmerToM JIX.BymeM B
OBanbHOM KaluHeTe Bemoro moma.

B.bym mpurnamaer P.M.I'opGaussy
Ha Kofe B 3eNeHyw rocTHHYD Benoro Ioma.

3aBTPAK B COBIOCOJNBCTBE IUIA BAIHHX
npencraBareneit mATeNMMTeHIMA. (CIHCOK
aMe PAKAHCKAX YYACTHHKOB T'OTOBHATCH).

P.M.T'opGaueBa OTKDHBAGT BHCTABKY
IPeBHEBDYCCKEX pyromnHce#f B DuGanOTeKe
koHrpecca ClIA, OcmoTp BuGIAOTEKE KOHTDa(

Bropag BeTpeda ¢ NpPe3nIOHTOM
Jx.Bymem,

Obmnpansuuft oden or mmerm [x.Byma
B Benom mome.




9.30 - Becrpeda B NOCONBCTBE 3a vamkoR Kode
C JMOSpaMé KOHrpecca (cCIOMKep IanraTH
npencrasarene# T.Qonm, NMMTEpH IEMOKpa-
TAY8CKOTO GOJBMHHCTBA H PECHySINKaAHCKOTO
MEHBIIMHCTBA B aJarTe A B CeHATE -
P.l'emxapnr, P.Maikn, Ix.Mmreenn,
P.Jloyn, mopemcemarennm KoMuccmit mo
AHOCTDaHHHM IeJlaM ¥ BOODYXRSHHHX CHJI
nanatH npencrasmreseft m cenara [I.%accern,
JI.3cnonH, K.[amn, C.HauH).

I1.00-13.00 - Tperess BCcTpeda ¢ mpesumesToM Ix.EBymem,

10,00-I3.30 - lloeamka P.M.T'opGaueBo#t B COIPOBOXIEHAA
B.bym B BocroH. [locemeHne XeHCKOI'o
KoJulemRa YOo/I37H.
Kparkoe BHCTyIISHHE.

I14,00-15.30 - UYacTHHt 32BTpax.

15,30-16.30 - lepemornss Bpy4enms M.C.I'opGaueny
(B cornoconscTBe) Memanm CBOGOIH
M. D, PysBenbra.
llogeTHO# cTemeHW IOKTOpa HAYK
PpayHOBCKOT'O YHMBEDCHTETA.
MexmyHraponHo# npemmu mm.MaprnHa JoTepa
Knara I990 roma.

I17.00-18.00 - 3aRJINYUTE/NLHA BCTPEYa C IPE3WIEHTOM
Ix.BymemM B OBauIEHOM KaldmHeTe Bejnoro mome

I8.00-18,30 - llepeMOHNS LIONIACAHHEA COBETCKO-
aMepHKaHCKEX IOKYMEHTOEB.

19,30 - OfrmmeaneHuit o6en ot mmeHm M.C.I'opGauena
C cyupyro# B coBmoconbCTBe. KOHmepr
COBETCKEX &apTHCTOB.




2 mpaa, cyddora
9.30 - Orner BeproneroM B Kavm-IaBuI.
10,00 - Ieperosopu B Kamm-I3Bnzs.
Beuep - Bosppamerre B BammHrToH,
3 HRHT, BOCKDOCEHRE
10,00 - CoBmecTHas npecc-KoHpepeHIms
M.C.TopGauesa m [Ix.Byma.
II,00-I1,30 - OfunuanbHad mepeMOHMS IIPOBOIOB
B bBesnom mome.
12,00 - Orner B MurBeanonmc (mrT.MmHHecoTa).
- 3aBTpark OT EMeHM I'yfepHaropa H
MECTHHX BJacreil.
I17.00 - BcTpeva ¢ mpemcTaBUTENAME IEJOBHX
kpyros CpenHero 3amamna, & Takge ¢
JInIepaMi CeNbCKOro xosditerra ClIA
(Brox, Kpmcramn m xp.).
19,00 - Orner B Can-@paHIMCRO.
21,30 - [pucuTee B Cas-3paHmncKo.
Beuep - CBoGoxngxit, .
4 npRg, TQHENSNBHAK
9.30-I0,I5 - 3aBTpaK H Oecera ¢ CHBIMM IIDEe3nILEETOM

P.PefiranoM (B COBETCKO# DE3UIOHIHA) .



4,

II.00-I3.00 - Hocemerre CraePopICKOIO yHRBEPCHTETA
(eCTs mpurjIameHNWe PYKOBOICTEBA
CTYZIeHYSCKO# OpraHmM3amud B OT Ipodecco—

poB).
BucTymwieHme.,

13.30-I5.00 - Odenm oT EMeHVM Bemymmx IIpeIcTapaTejeh
NOJATAYECKOTO B IeJOBOT'O MHpa 3alalHOro
no6epexrd.

15,30 - Burer m3 Can-®panumcko B IeTpomasnoBck-
Kamaarcknuit.

S HDHT, BTODHUK
8.30 - [Ipudurre B IleTponasnoBck-KamuaTcrai.

(BpeMA MecTHOS®)
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MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION

SUBJECT: The President’s Meeting with President
Gorbachev of the Soviet Union

PARTICIPANTS: The President
James A. Baker, III, Secretary of State
Brent Scowcroft, Assistant to the President
for National Security Affairs

Mikhail Gorbachev, President
Eduard Shevardnadze, Foreign Minister
Sergei Akhromeyev, Advisor to President

Gorbachev
DATE, TIME June 2, 1990, 11:15 a.m. - 12:7” p.m. =
AND PLACE: Camp David

President Gorbachev: In this setting, maybe we can think of some
good things to do. But first let me take one step back.
Yesterday was an important day. My main thought is that it is
.good to make good statements and declarations but yesterday, in
addition to philosophizing, the right decisions were made. I am
pleased with the way we are working on the right actions.

Without this, nothing is possible. I promise you my constructive
efforts. Naturally, we will not always agree. Optimum solutions
are difficult. (&)

I would like Camp David to be a place where we repeat what we
sald yesterday and reaffirm the kind of relationship we want. We
should reaffirm that relationship from Camp David, including
regular meetings, and a regular secure phone link so that we can
exchange views frequently. (%)

The President: Do you want to say all this at our press
conference? (g)

President Gorbachev: Yes. (g)
The President: I agree. So far, I think our meeting is being
portrayed this way. (g)

President Gorbachev: Yes, even the pictures now are showing the
closeness -- ourselves, the Ministers, the two ladies, all

SEEREP/SENSITIVE
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showing closeness. ()

The President: We will keep it going. We will take some hits on
trade and arms control from the Right, but I think we can manage
it. We talked last night about trying for meetings without all
the trappings. (%)

President Gorbachev: I have been told the Supreme Soviet has
three pages of questions for me. I said I will answer more than
that when I get back. I included two Committee Chairmen in my
delegation for this reason. One represents our military-
industrial complex, and I also brought the Chairman of the
Foreign Relations Committee. Now they are not on the sidelines
and it is important that they see how these things work. Soon I
will have a Warsaw Pact meeting, and it will be a new Warsaw
Pact. Only Shevardnadze and myself and Jaruzelski are old

members -- all the others are new. I will report the results to
you. (#)

The President: Just a technical point. We will have a secure
line in a year and a direct line this fall. (Description of
secure line.) (%)

President Gork~-hev: Shall we go through our points? ‘J)

The President: Fine. There are points I must raise: human
rights, refuseniks, immigration, and human rights in general.
You want us to take more Jews. We are taking more -- about all
we can. ()

There are many vestiges of anti-Semitism. We have skinheads and
you have a problem too, and to the degree you could speak out
publicly: that would help. It helps me. We would encourage
direct flights to Israel. You should know that I am in a big
fight with Shamir over settling immigrants in the occupied
territories. My administration is seen as anti-Israel. It stems
from my saying no settlements in the occupied territories and
East Jerusalem. This caused a firestorm here and on the Right in
Israel. (Described what Netanyahu had said.) We are a true
friend of Israel. In our new relationship I hope that you can
take account of anti-Semitis<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>