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THI:. WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l 
nuclear weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s tha t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, 
we know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The 
State Department addressed t h i s i n very clear 
terms on October 6. The United States has a 
d i r e c t and m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , 
independence, sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l 
i n t e g r i t y of the B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also 
expressed our views to the Russian government i n 
dip l o m a t i c channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the 
same steady, measured and transparent manner as 
before. B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study 
b r i e f e d to members of the Partnership f o r Peace 
t h i s f a l l , the enlargement process w i l l move 
i n t o a new phase i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins 
i n t e n s i f i e d b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h 



i n t e r e s t e d Partnership f o r Peace members aimed 
at h e l p i n g them prepare f o r possible membership. 

NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
st a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to 
a Russian veto. At the same time, however, we 
are working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased 
Russian engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help 
the Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l 
enhance o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no 
t h r e a t to Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Benjamin A. Gilman 
Chairman 
House I n t e r n a t i o n a l Relations Committee 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 



T H E W H I T E H O U S E 

WASl-I IN GTO N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Gary: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement, process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
sta t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Gary L. Ackerman 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-1602 



T H I i W H I T E H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Representative Bereuter: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
st a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s that increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e that enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to • 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Douglas Bereuter 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-2701 



T H E W H I T E H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Howard: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
st a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s tha t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Howard L. Berman 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-0531 



T H E W H I T E H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear David: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n dipl o m a t i c channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helpi n g 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
sta t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s tha t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable David E. Bonior 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 



T H E W H I T E H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Sherrod: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helpi n g 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
st a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Sherrod Brown 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-5001 



T H E W H I T E H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Ben: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have' 
s t a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s tha t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Benjamin L. Cardin 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-4610 



T H E W H I T E H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Representative Cox: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new do c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
st a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Christopher Cox 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-0546 



T H E W H I T E H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Representative Davis: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n dip l o m a t i c channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
st a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s that increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Thomas M. Davis, I I I 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-1403 



T H E W H I T E H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 199 5 

Dear Rosa: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
sta t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Rosa DeLauro 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-2301 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Mike: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c s t a t es and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
st a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Mike Doyle 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-2211 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Dick: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
st a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s tha t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Richard J. Durbin 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-1320 



THE W H I T E HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear E l i o t : 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
sta t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s tha t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable E l i o t L. Engel 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-3217 



THE WHITE HOLSE 
W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Lane: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c s t a t es and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplo m a t i c channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
sta t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Lane Evans 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-1317 



THE W H I T E HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 19 95 

Dear Representative Fawell: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c s t a t es and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helpi n g 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
s t a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s tha t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Harr i s W. Fawell 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-3009 



T H E W H I T E H O U S E 

WASHINGTON 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Barney: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c s t a t es and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very c l e a r terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n di p l o m a t i c channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
sta t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Barney Frank 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-3820 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHING I ON 

December 15, 1995 

Dear M a r t i n : 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very c l e a r terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
s t a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable M a r t i n Frost 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-4324 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Maurice: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c s t a t es and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n dipl o m a t i c channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
st a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s tha t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Maurice D. Hinchey 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-0504 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Representative Hoke: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c s t a t es and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s th a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n dipl o m a t i c channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
s t a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s tha t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Marti n R. Hoke 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-3510 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 19 95 

Dear Representative Horn: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
sta t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s tha t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Stephen Horn 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-2507 



THE W H I T E HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Steny: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helpi n g 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
sta t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Steny H. Hoyer 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-2005 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Tim: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE.. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplo m a t i c channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
st a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s tha t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Tim Johnson 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-4101 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WAS 1-1 I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Barbara: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n dipl o m a t i c channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
sta t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Barbara B. Kennelly 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-0701 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Representative Kim: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c s t a t es and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
st a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Jay Kim 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-2104 



THE W H I T E HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Jerry: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has'a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n di p l o m a t i c channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
sta t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Gerald D. Kleczka 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-4904 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 19 95 

Dear Sandy: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 

* 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 
While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very c l e a r terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n dipl o m a t i c channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
st a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Sander M. Levin 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-3307 



THF. W H I T E H O U S E 

WASHINGTON 

December 15, 1995 

Dear B i l l : 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n dipl o m a t i c channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helpi n g 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
st a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable W i l l i a m 0. L i p i n s k i 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-1303 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

December 15, 1995 

Dear C a r r i e : 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s th a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very c l e a r terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
s t a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

fvu. 
The Honorable Carrie P. Meek 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-0917 



T H E W H I T E H O U S E 

WASHING I ON 

December 15, 19 95 

Dear Madam Chair: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helpi n g 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
sta t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Jan Meyers 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-1007 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

December 15, 1995 

Dear George: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c s t a t es and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s that the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helpi n g 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
sta t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s tha t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable George M i l l e r 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-0507 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G I O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Representative Morella: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
st a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s tha t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Constance A. Morella 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-2212 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WAS III NGTON 

December 15, 1995 

Dear John: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n dipl o m a t i c channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at hel p i n g 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
sta t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable John W. Olver 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-0545 



T H E W H I T E H O U S E 

WASHINGTON 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Frank: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c s t a t es and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
sta t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s tha t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Frank Pallone, Jr. 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-3006 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Nancy: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c s t a t es and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n dipl o m a t i c channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helpi n g 
them prepare for possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
st a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Nancy Pelosi 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-2601 



THF. WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Representative Shays: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c s t a t es and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s th a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such thr e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n dipl o m a t i c channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helpi n g 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
st a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Christopher Shays 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-4702 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Louise: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
sta t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Louise Mcintosh Slaughter 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-2208 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASl M N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Representative Smith: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n dipl o m a t i c channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
st a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y .in Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Christopher H. Smith 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-3810 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15 , 1995 

Dear J i m : 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c s t a t es and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
m a t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n di p l o m a t i c channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
s t a t e d on many occ a s i o n s , w i l l n o t be s u b j e c t t o a 
Russian v e t o . At the same time, however, we are 
w o r k i n g t o develop a s t r o n g NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t i n c r e a s e d Russian 
engagement w i t h t h e A l l i a n c e w i l l h e l p t he 
Russians t o r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t t o 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

S i n c e r e l y , 

The Honorable James A. T r a f i c a n t , J r . 
House o f R e p r e s e n t a t i v e s 
Washington, D.C. 20515-3517 



T H E W H I T E H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Representative Upton: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very c l e a r terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n di p l o m a t i c channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at hel p i n g 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
sta t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s tha t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Fred Upton 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-1005 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Peter: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
sta t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s t h a t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Since re ly , 

r>tM 
The Honorable Peter J. Visclosky 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-1401 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Henry: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c states and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
st a t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s that increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Henry A. Waxman 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-0529 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 15, 1995 

Dear Representative Young: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r on the alleged Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e t h a t advocates occupying the 
B a l t i c s t a t es and forward-basing t a c t i c a l nuclear 
weapons i n response to NATO enlargement. 
Our i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h a t the document was not 
d r a f t e d by the Russian General S t a f f but i s a 
concept paper prepared by a Moscow research 
i n s t i t u t e . While some i n the Russian government 
may sympathize w i t h i t s p o l i c y recommendations, we 
know of no Russian government endorsement. 
Foreign M i n i s t e r Kozyrev has s p e c i f i c a l l y s t a t e d 
t h a t he was unaware of such a new d o c t r i n e . 

While the paper appears to have no o f f i c i a l 
standing, we u t t e r l y r e j e c t i t s i r r e s p o n s i b l e 
p o l i c y p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Such t h r e a t s by Moscow 
would be i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h Russian o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and under OSCE. The State 
Department addressed t h i s i n very clear terms on 
October 6. The United States has a d i r e c t and 
ma t e r i a l i n t e r e s t i n the s e c u r i t y , independence, 
sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of the 
B a l t i c s t a t e s . We have also expressed our views 
to the Russian government i n diplomatic channels. 

As NATO Foreign M i n i s t e r s confirmed at t h e i r 
December 5 meeting i n Brussels, the enlargement 
process w i l l continue to move forward i n the same 
steady, measured and transparent manner as before. 
B u i l d i n g on the enlargement study b r i e f e d to 
members of the Partnership f o r Peace t h i s f a l l , 
the enlargement process w i l l move i n t o a new phase 
i n 1996, as the A l l i a n c e begins i n t e n s i f i e d 
b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h i n t e r e s t e d 
Partnership f o r Peace members aimed at helping 
them prepare f o r possible membership. 



NATO enlargement w i l l proceed and, as I have 
sta t e d on many occasions, w i l l not be subject to a 
Russian veto. At the same time, however, we are 
working to develop a strong NATO-Russian 
r e l a t i o n s h i p . Our hope i s tha t increased Russian 
engagement w i t h the A l l i a n c e w i l l help the 
Russians to r e a l i z e t h a t enlargement w i l l enhance 
o v e r a l l s e c u r i t y i n Europe and poses no t h r e a t to 
Moscow. Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable C. W. B i l l Young 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-0910 
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THE WHITE HOUSE pp^r^l HAS ^ 

W A S H I N G T O N 

950ECIZ P9: 28 December 12, 1995 

ACTION . 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PMS^pfaffT 

FROM: ANTHONY L A ^ / 
PATRICK GRIFFIN 

SUBJECT: Response to Congressional Letter Regarding Alleged 
New Russian M i l i t a r y Doctrine 

Purpose 

To approve a response to a l e t t e r from Congressman Gilman and 41 
colleagues regarding an alleged new Russian m i l i t a r y doctrine. 

Background 

Congressman Gilman and 41 colleagues wrote you (Tab B) to express 
concerns about reports of a d r a f t new Russian m i l i t a r y doctrine 
that i n t e r a l i a c a l l s for occupation of the B a l t i c states, i f 
necessary to prevent them from j o i n i n g NATO. The response at Tab 
A notes that we understand t h i s "doctrine" to be the work of a 
Moscow i n s t i t u t e , not the Russian government; that we have made 
our views on i t s irresponsible policy prescriptions clear; and 
that the enlargement process continues to move forward and w i l l 
not be subject to Russian veto. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the l e t t e r s at Tab A. 

Attachments 
Tab A Letters to Congressman Gilman, et a l . 
Tab B Incoming Correspondence 

PHOTOCOPY 
WJC HANDWRITING cc: Vice President 

Chief of Staff 
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

WASHINGTON. D C 20506 

December 6, 1995 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE 

THROUGH: COIT BLACK 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

STEVE PIFER. 

P r e s i d e n t i a l Response to Congressional L e t t e r 
Regarding Alleged New Russian M i l i t a r y Doctrine 

The memorandum to the President at Tab I recommends a response to 
a December 1 l e t t e r from Congressman Gilman and 41 colleagues 
t h a t expresses concern about reports of a d r a f t new Russian 
m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e . This same group sent you an i d e n t i c a l l e t t e r 
on November 21 (Tab I I ) . 

Concurrences by: 

RECOMMENDATION 

Dan i Fried, B i l l danvers, John Schmidt 

That you approve the memorandum to the'President at Tab I . 

Attachments 
Tab I Memorandum to the President 

Tab A L e t t e r s to Congressman Gilman, et a l 
Tab B December 21 L e t t e r from Congressman Gilman, et a l 

Tab I I November 21 L e t t e r from Congressman Gilman, et a l 



€onqvm of t&e ®ntteb fetate^ 
©ousc of ĉprcfientattbê  

Ma^inffton, 20515 
November 21, 1995 

The Honorable Anthony Lake 
Assistant to the President 

for National Security A f f a i r s 
Old Executive Office Building 
Washington, DC 20506 

Dear Mr. Lake: 

PLEASE STAFF 

We are concerned about news reports that the General Staff of the 
Russian Armed Forces is considering a new m i l i t a r y doctrine which calls for 
moving Russian troops into Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia, i f the Baltic 
countries j o i n NATO. This d r a f t m i l i t a r y doctrine reportedly states that any 
attempt by NATO to prevent the movement of Russian troops in t o the Baltic 
countries would be regarded by Russia as a prelude to a world nuclear 
disaster. I n addition, the draft doctrine reportedly c a l l s for deploying 
t a c t i c a l nuclear weapons on Russia's border with Poland and Norway -- and at 
Russian m i l i t a r y bases i n the Crimean peninsula, Abkhazia, Georgia and Armenia 
-- i f NATO membership is extended to Poland, the Czech Republic or Hungary. 

We believe t h i s draft m i l i t a r y doctrine should be strongly objected to 
by the United States and unequivocally repudiated by the Russian government. 
This d r a f t doctrine threatens the independence of the Bal t i c democracies. I t 
represents a refusal to respect the sovereignty of the B a l t i c , Eastern and 
Central European nations. And i t undermines e f f o r t s to b u i l d a new and 
peaceful relationship between the United States and Russia. 

We believe United States policy i n Eastern and Central Europe should be 
based on two goals: F i r s t , to support the security of the new democracies i n 
the B a l t i c s , Eastern and Central Europe; and second, to create a climate of 
t r u s t i n our relations with Russia, so they understand the West has no ho s t i l e 
intentions toward Russia's t e r r i t o r y or i t s people. 

We appreciate your support for freedom and democracy throughout Eastern 
and Central Europe. We urge you to state the strong objections of the United 
States to th i s d r a f t Russian m i l i t a r y doctrine, 
government to unequivocally repudiate i t . 

Sincerely, 

and c a l l on the Russian 

CO 
kefnamin* A. Gilman 

William 0. Lipinski 

Richard J. Durbin 

^ j rChristopher /Tox 

CD 

>• t 

Q_ O 
CD 

Doug Beremter David E. Bonior 
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Coi/stance A. /More l l a 

M a r t i n R. Hoke 

Car r ie P.^Jlfc 6^ 

Thomas M. Davi£ 

Eliot L. Engel f 

0^ 
/Jaxi Meyers , . . 

^-M^chael F. Ugyle Sherrod Brown 

CL 

Q - O 
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rbara B. Kennelly 

Henry A. Waxma^ 

/t^SK 2 .Ju ^Jlau^ 
Rosa DeLauro 

Christopher H. Smith 

Frank Pallone, J] 

>• t 
Q. ol 

co 



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL ID 9508638 

REFERRAL DATE: 15 DEC 95 

MEMORANDUM FOR: WH STRIPPING DESK 

DOCUMENT DESCRIPTION: TO: GILMAN, BENJAMIN A 

SOURCE: PRESIDENT 

DATE: 15 DEC 95 

SUBJ: RESPONSE TO CONGRESSIONAL LTR RE ALLEGED NEW RUSSIAN MILITARY 

DOCTRINE 

REQUIRED ACTION: FOR DISPATCH 

DUEDATE: 20 DEC 95 

COMMENT: 

(FOP FOR. - JOHN W. FICKLIN 

NSC RECORDS MANAGEMENT OFFICE 



Congress of tfje Wlnitth 
ôusc of fccpretfentattbetf 
JHasfjtngton, 20515 

November 21, 1995 

DEC - ] £95 The President 
The White House 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

We are concerned about news reports that the General Staff of the 
Russian Armed Forces is considering a new military doctrine which calls for 
moving Russian troops into Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia, i f the Baltic 
countries join NATO. This draft military doctrine reportedly states that any 
attempt by NATO to prevent the movement of Russian troops into the Baltic 
countries would be regarded by Russia as a prelude to a world nuclear 
disaster. In addition, the draft doctrine reportedly calls for deploying 
tactical nuclear weapons on Russia's border with Poland and Norway -- and at 
Russian military bases in the Crimean peninsula, Abkhazia, Georgia and Armenia 
-- i f NATO membership is extended to Poland, the Czech Republic or Hungary. 

We believe this draft military doctrine should be strongly objected to 
by the United States and unequivocally repudiated by the Russian government. 
This draft doctrine threatens the independence of the Baltic democracies. I t 
represents a refusal to respect the sovereignty of the Baltic, Eastern and 
Central European nations. And i t undermines efforts to build a new and 
peaceful relationship between the United States and Russia. 

We believe United States policy in Eastern and Central Europe should be 
based on two goals: F i r s t , to support the security of the new democracies in 
the Baltics, Eastern and Central Europe; and second, to create a climate of 
trust in our relations with Russia, so they understand the West has no hostile 
intentions toward Russia's territory or i t s people. 

We appreciate your support for freedom and democracy throughout Eastern 
and Central Europe. We urge you to state the strong objections of the United 
States to this draft Russian military doctrine, and c a l l on the Russian 
government to unequivocally repudiate i t . 

Sincerely, 

B^trjamin A. Gilman 

W l l l i a m 0. L i p i n s k i 

Doug* Bereimer 

Richard J . ' D u r b i n 

Christopher C#5? 

David E. Eonior 
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Constance A y M o r e l l a 

M a r t i n R. Hoke 

Thomas M. Davis 

f^?AL. Ackerman 

aes T r a f i c a n t 

rJohn V/. Olver 

E l i o t L . E n g e l / ' 

Slaughter 

Sherrod Brown 
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i r t i r v Frost Christopher K. Smith 

Frank Pallone, Jsg. 


