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AThe National Archives

DEPARTMENT/SERIES

PIECE/ITEM
(one piece/item number)

Date and
sign

Extract details:

[etter frona Frused dated

26 June QP7, 4571l encdofiere.

|CLOSED UNDER FOI EXEMPTION

RETAINED UNDER SECTION 3(4)
OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS ACT 1958

He Mafw 2017
cm@w

TEMPORARILY RETAINED

MISSING AT TRANSFER

NUMBER NOT USED

MISSING (TNA USE ONLY)

DOCUMENT PUT IN PLACE (TNA USE ONLY)




Instructions for completion of Dummy Card

Use black or blue pen to complete form.

Use the card for one piece or for each extract removed from a different
place within a piece.

Enter the department and series,
eg. HO 405, J 82.

Enter the piece and item references, .
eg. 28, 1079, 84/1, 107/3

Enter extract details if it is an extract rather than a whole piece.
This should be an indication of what the extract is,

- eg. Folio 28, Indictment 840079, E107, Letter dated 22/11/1995.
Do not enter details of why the extract is sensitive.

If closed under the FOI Act, enter the FOI exemption numbers‘applying
to the closure, eg. 27(1), 40(2).

Sign and date next to the reason why the record is not available to the
public ie. Closed under FOI exemption; Retained under section 3(4) of
the Public Records Act 1958; Temporarily retained; Missing at transfer
or Number not used.
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Instructions for completion of Dummy Card

Use black or blue pen to complete form.

Use the card for one piece or for each extract removed from a different
place within a piece.

Enter the department and series,
eg. HO 405, J 82.

Enter the piece and item references, .
eg. 28, 1079, 84/1, 107/3

Enter extract details if it is an extract rather than a whole piece.
This should be an indication of what the extract is,

- eg. Folio 28, Indictment 840079, E107, Letter dated 22/11/1995.
Do not enter details of why the extract is sensitive. ‘

If closed under the FOI Act, enter the FOI exemption numbers'applying
to the closure, eg. 27(1), 40(2).

Sign and date next to the reason why the record is not available to the
public ie. Closed under FOI exemption; Retained under section 3(4) of
the Public Records Act 1958; Temporarily retained; Missing at transfer
or Number not used.
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Instructions for completion of Dummy Card

Use black or blue pen to complete form.

Use the card for one piece or for each extract removed from a different
place within a piece.

Enter the department and series,
eg. HO 405, J 82.

Enter the piece and item references, .
eg. 28, 1079, 84/1, 107/3

Enter extract details if it is an extract rather than a whole piece.
This should be an indication of what the extract is,

- eg. Folio 28, Indictment 840079, E107, Letter dated 22/11/1995.
Do not enter details of why the extract is sensitive.

If closed under the FOI Act, enter the FOI exemption numbers}applying
to the closure, eg. 27(1), 40(2).

Sign and date next to the reason why the record is not available to the
public ie. Closed under FOI exemption; Retained under section 3(4) of
the Public Records Act 1958; Temporarily retained; Missing at transfer
or Number not used.
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Dear Prime Minister

Not very long ago I heard that you had raised with

M Gorbachev the question of reuniting my family and that

this was done with your characteristic skill and tact. I
should like to say that I am deeply grateful for an action
which seems to me to be an expression of solidarity, loyalty,
friendship and compassion - the great and enduring qualities
of the British nation.

What you did has sustained and strengthened my hope that

my wife and children will be restored to me. I can only

repay this generous gesture by continuing to work to promote
the security and independence of Great Britain. I see in this
too a pledge that one day, God willing, freedom will be
restored to the people of Russia.

I followed all your speeches and statements while you were

in the USSR and I would like to express my sincere admiration
for what you were able to achieve. The lesson in freedom,
democracy, human dignity and independence of mind which you
gave both rulers and ruled has no precedent in all the
seventy years of communist tyranny.

As a small token of my gratitude, I enclose a souvenir which
will, I hope, remind you of your very successful visit.

As one who is for ever in your debt, I wish you success in
all you undertake.

Yours sincerely

O GORDIYEVSKIY

PS Following the election results, I should like to
congratulate you most warmly on a splendid, well-deserved
and entirely logical victory.
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IMPRESSIONS OF THE PRIME MINISTER'S VISIT TO MOSCOW

1. The Prime Minister may be interested to see the attached
comment on her Moscow visit from a young Soviet
intellectual. He is Alexei Yanshin, the son of Academician
A. L. Yanshin, a distinguished Soviet geologist. The letter
is to Mr F. W. Dunning, Curator of the National Geological
Museum, whom young Yanshin escorted during a meeting of the
International Geological Congress in Moscow in 1984. He has

continued writing since.

2. Elsewhere in the letter Yanshin speaks about "fantastic
changes in the internal life of my country". But he goes on
to admit that the standard of living is not rising, indeed

he suggests that it is falling for some.
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Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH

26 May 1987

b Criterr ”%ﬂ)

Letter to the Prime Minister from
General Prem Tinsulanonda, Prime Minister of Thailand

I attach a letter from General Prem Tinsulanonda,
Prime Minister of Thailand, replying to the Prime Minister's
letter of @ April.

The Thais are obviously very appreciative that the
Prime Minister mentioned the Cambodian problem during her
visit to Moscow, and the letter reflects the healthy state
of UK-Thai relations following Sir Geoffrey Howe's visit
to Thailand in April.

Unfortunately as Thai Foreign Minister, ACM Siddhi,
found out at first hand during his visit to Moscow
earlier this month, there has been no indication of a change
in Soviet thinking on Cambodia.

We do not think that any reply to General Prem's letter
is called for.

ODowrs o

CZ”SL’E'\/@/)\ J
—
(L Parker) 7
Private Secretary

C D Powell Esq
PS/10 Downing Street







10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWIA 2AA

20 May 1987

From the Private Secretary

Thank you for letting me see your note about follow-up to
the Prime Minister's visit to Moscow. I thought it was
generally very helpful and inventive.

I would be very cautious about the Soviet proposal to
hold a Conference on human rights in Moscow. There are some
who argue that we in the West could turn this proposal to our
advantage by demanding that the Russians release political
prisoners, allow them to attend the Conference etc. I am much
more sceptical. The Russians have a way of sliding out of
their obligations or fulfilling them fleetingly before
slipping back to old standards and practice. Moreover, it
seems to me that it would debase the whole concept of human
rights for Western representatives to attend a Conference on
the subject in the Soviet Union, when their record is so
abysmal. It just feels wrong, like holding a convention of
Rabbis in Mecca. The Prime Minister did not actually discuss
this particular proposal with Mr. Gorbachev. Had she done
so, I believe that she would have followed more or less the
line line of thought above.

I agree that it is very important to pursue the
opportunities in Anglo-Soviet trade and an excellent idea to
get George Jellicoe along for a discussion. He is deeply
involved.

You mention cultural exchanges. This is another
important area. The mandarins i/c reside in Cultural
Relations Department of the FCO. I imagine they will need all
the help they can get in expanding such exchanges and making
them into something worthwhile.

One final area, which you do not directly mention but
which seems to me very important, is the establishment of
links with the International Department of the Central
Committee of the CPSU. This is not strictly a job for us
bureaucrats, since we deal with the Ministries. The Labour
Party have their contacts on a party net. I would have
thought there was a strong case for the CPS to establish some
sort of line to the International Department. It currently
has a very important role in Soviet foreign and security




policy making. If you decide to pursue this idea, please do
not attribute it to me.

I should be grateful if you could treat this letter as
personal.

(CHARLES POWELL)

Laurence Kelly, Esqg.
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OFFICE OF THE PRIME MINISTER
GOVERNMENT HOUSE
BANGKOK, THAILAND.

s

I wish to express my heartfelt thanks for your

THP| DY ? May B.E. 2530 (1987)

Dear Prime Minister,

gracious message of 6 April 1987. I can hardly describe

the sense of indebtedness I felt on learning of what you

have done for us in Moscow, fulfilling your kind promise

made to me earlier in March. Long remembered will be this
great service which you performed for the cause of peace

in Kampuchea - with its far-reaching implications not only

on Thailand's security but also on the stability of Southeast

Asia and world peace as a whole.

True, there was no perceptible movement on the
part of the Soviet leadership. But, to their liking or not,
a watershed has been reached. The Soviet Union must not be
allowed to continue hiding behind a wall of feigned innocence,
denying their part in the perpetuation of the Kampuchean
tragedy and expediently disowning their influence on their
proxy, Vietnam. Coming from a world leader of your stature,
so forcefully stating the case, it could not have failed to
sharpen Mr. Gorbachev's awareness of what the world expects
of them and of the urgent need to find a negotiated solution

to the Kampuchean problem.

Through your action, the Soviet leadership now
knows that the international community possesses the will
and the resolve to confront the Soviet Union with their
due responsibility. As you well noted, we can only keep

up the pressure on them.

The Right Honourable Margaret Thatcher M.P.
Prime Minister
10 Downing Street
LONDON SW 1A 2AA




At our March meeting in London, you told me
"Thailand will find in Britain a good ally". What you
did in Moscow for the sake of peace in Southeast Asia
proves the reality of those very words. Of course, I
appreciated the opportunity of expressing such deeply
felt sentiment and gratitude through Sir Geoffrey Howe
during his most successful visit to Thailand three weeks

ago.

With warmest personal regards and best wishes

for every future success,

Yours sincerely,

Pl —

General

(Prem Tinsulanonda)

Prime Minister of Thailand




From: Laurence Kelly

FOLLOW-UP ACTION BY CPS TO HELP THE PRIME MINISTER FOLLOWING

HER SOVIET VISIT.

1 More than a month has elapsed since Mrs Thatcher's L//

Spectacular success during her visit to the USSR.

2 It is notoriously difficult to keep up the goodwill
and euphoria engendered during the visit, especially by
v’

those not actually present and reading between the lines
after the event.

3 CPS should concern itself with the themes which
Contributions by experts might help to develop. The obvious

Place from which to identify such themes are from the

transcripts of her speeches and those of Mr Gorbachev. \

4 There are important areas of policy which the CPS are

unable to iffgmngﬂfff' which are best left to professionals

with the power and responsibility to deal with them: eg

the Americans on arms control.

Mr Gobachev's speech at the Krem~lin on March 30 1987

There are a few useful sSuggestions made during his speech
which could be worked upon as possibly acceptable themes

for further Anglo Soviet collaboration.

4 The Anglo Soviet wartime alliance. An enormous weight

of Soviet pPropaganda films are put out every year about

their gloriocus role in defeating the Germans. Tt might be
suggested that in choosing themes about the last war for

films and TV, more emphasis might be given to the Anglo-

Soviet wartime alliance, and a whole new generation of Soviet
young be taught about the wartime conferences between Churchill
and Stalin and the quantity of material aid given to the 05'“”

Soviet military machine during the war.

Mr Gorbachev also came up with the offer to host in

Moscow:
"A representative humanitarian forum, .... which could

/effectively




effectively contribute to the European process. What strikes
us, however, is that as soon as we proposed that we discuss
human rights in a serious and business like manner, and
compare in an atmosphere of reciprocal openess the actual
conditions of life in our country and in the capitalist
Countries, the West has seemingly begun to get nervous

and is once again seeking tc confine the examination of

the whole problem to discussing just two or three personal

cases, while shying away from looking into all the remaining

issues."

It would be of great interest to know what the views of Sir Brian
Cartledge are on this and whether or not the Prime Minister discussed
the matter further with Mr Gorbachev (we ought to check this with

Mr Charles Powell) and whether or not she views this whole idea as

another major public relations exercise by Mr. Gorbachev where they

would call all the tunes)and set the agenda}and there would be no

mileage in it for British interests. We could drum up some very severe

conditions under which this could ke pursued.

Another major point that arose during the Kremlin speeches, was the
Prime Minister's hope to expand Anglo-Soviet trade:

"Today, we had turned to bilateral matters and in particular trade.

I have agreed with Prime Minister Ryzhkov this morning that we should
work together to achieve by 1990 a volume of 2.5 billion roukles in our
bilateral trade. This will entail each side achieving an increase
of'f350—400 million over their present export level. To this end,

Mr Ryzhkov handed me a list of export and import opportunities. As

you know, British companies have signed some important contracts and

letters of intent in recent days."

The Anglo-Soviet Chamber of Commerce have:.no doubt followed this up
actively since the Prime Minister's visit and we ought to get up-to-date
and discover what the shopping list boils down to and what important
contracts have been signed by British companies and what Letters of
Intent exist. I suggest very strongly that we ask Lord Jellicoe to
attend our meeting and brief us as he was in Moscow with the PM

and would therefore have his finger on the subject.

Other topics




Other topics were raised by Mr Gorbachev. He rejected
the proposition that the Socialist economy did not work.
The CPS could contact Soviet economists working in the UK,
to update the present view about this. He also welcomed ZVO
the theme of 'peaceful' competition 'between our two

économic systems.'

Mrs Thatcher's speech at the Kremlin, March 30,1987

Of serious themes developed by our Prime Minister, there

are three:

1 The Prime Minister strongly believes in expanding Soviet-
British dialogue by the exchange of people. The mandarin

guardians of UK-Soviet exchanges are:
a) The FCO (Cultural Relations department) .

b) The GB-USSR Society - and doubtless they have been working
overtime on this theme and we should get an update of the state

of play and their views on the matter.

c) One of the major problems in expanding the exchange
of Soviet and British students is that on the Soviet side
they always want to send scientists and do not take advantage
of the British University places ie in the Humanities. There
Mmust be a mandarin in the DoOE in charge of cultural exchanges,

and I suggest we get the facts from him.

Another major theme from the PM is that we have a general
input to offer into Mr Gorbachev's 'perestroika'. Mr Gorbachev
wishes to improve the Soviet living standards and the PM
thinks that provided he produces a system of incentives, we

have plenty to offer to developing this society.

Again there is excellent scope for UK students of Soviet

economy to work up further suggestions on how to broaden
freedom of choice in the Soviet economic system. See Mr

Smiley's article in a recent Daily Telegraph.

Another major plea by the PM is to broaden Mr Gorbachev's
‘glasnost' as interpreted to mean 'open society'. There
could be no harm in our continuing to request greater freedom
of speech, worship, movement and exchange of ideas. Specific

Suggestions?

In this context




In this context the sale of Western magazines and
Publications in Moscow, Leningrad and other major Russian
Cities should remain a top priority. It is relevant to
remember that the Union of Soviet Writers is in grave disarray
as to how to follow the policy of openness, and signs are
that Mr Gorbachev's policies are by no means winning over
Soviet establishment at all ranks. There is also a rather
interesting dialogue to be be pursued with Mr Arbatov.

Please see the attached press cutting, which shows that the

Prime Minister's arguments on nuclear deterrent for the

last 40 years are not accepted, and some future work on this

can be usefully done to shoot down the arguments.







SPARKLING: Ralsa Gofbachev shares the smiles and the spoﬂlght with her husband Mlkhall and their guest

tf&‘/ﬁ!\\
13 A

bey “‘“‘1d“é?é“d‘““"“‘

S S DI e

 NOBODY in Moscow doubts ~.~‘, aln and the rest of the world
‘that the visit of the’ British -~ ~3; ® The VieW ff°m 0 oy £ for the past 10 to 15 years,
prime minister was a_useful 1I‘E"(m'm‘ilttee membe GEORGIY ARBATO one is simply amazed: how
and .important political event' : “did :the head .of a major
:~="both for bilateral relationg ldlﬂl ‘her’ manners and ; belie sar~Weaponsy; - ‘nuclear power manéige to hear
and in “the - lxrgu- !nteﬂ:‘ﬂ at also, “tried} 103 why does she xpeﬂ_vr_&m%nothin and ignore every-
national context. . e tand the *fhessage H Europe’ only? According te. “thing? «1 . caught = myself
It has- helped, tb *her speeches .published* in er to-fichieve .. wondering: does it follow that
{the Easi-West poliﬁcnl d * Soviet newspapeérs and broad- ; a lasting petcﬂn less. stabl&;  there was no real dialogue on
»-"*bl > and to * further < the”®vast -on .television. My .im- : regions . — Latin A “'pmblems .of security and
“mpfXC nge of- vlews on major’ ~pression is .that they’ Were}Asm, the Middle M Wdisarmament during Mrs
*issues of East-West relations, ~ baffled  by.: some  of the 7and North' . Africa, *: lnﬂ.‘. “Thatcher’s visit to Moscow? I
‘regioal ~ tonflicts and ~thoupghis o bnr distingoished , Syris; leyn — everybody out "’lon‘t think it toes.
i disarm t has contril- ~BFiSW guest — and, where; there=shounld [ be—in<eve> " "\ have to wait and see.
Juted to a cl derstand- nuclear. weapons are con-; mmmo‘ﬂndw-wup- erhaps some .British
ting on both sides, The cerned; even appalled. ~ ﬁ?ns-&hnn— Europemns. 7 7. Conserva tives' vieWs may, be
- ‘agreements:'signed ‘¥ of  According-« to~' Mrsi T -Would Mrs—Thatcher feel - ZAnd the ”,umc
considerable value. - - Thatcher, nuclér weapons ¢ more secure in a world where . *dlscus on nuclest weap-
It was also good:that Mr8"Shave kept 'thé peace for fourd Everybody_ lad e-bomb,’ 'eun“ ons and security, undoubtedly
Thatcher saw W decndegWéll, welln,':- 5 if lt mﬂnunt fo;,pea mulated by r visit, may
eyes today’s Soviet; nand-, < Firsy- it reihllns ' discou ‘/t,ﬂmm to ‘be quite useful —
_heﬁﬂ‘dfrect!r!bmtoth'wr “is_due_ ta, milimry matt were sim all the more so since there is
:plans and our roblems.An i fiucle GAPONS.. larl{ naive, For lnshnee‘ On 2 ot of .new and-important
“last bntxnot A war-tm Europe . SD and on the: military pociness. o ,aﬂm ,_,go e
hope that Bhe . ﬂ“‘bﬂ 5?{‘ . to, pmveg{orelm Pohcy‘
tat least a few things from the hat™ " (Nere 220! & Ameri Sec i ot
‘discussions . on, the main, yemprlor t0.1914? Becaus!*superiomy ,she was more S ‘l;ne can Shruelltq Y s
;subject of our time & - thewof mschine guns?) And, after’ than:selectivé; ChOOS"\f N"G “"" "hme W 4n ihe
problem .of . nucleas . mpons.,, ally. wlm “magic | da;inuclear  noticéimuclearar o n% follow!fd‘\by a
— even though the exchanges - wea sess that, have : tegic bombers, cruise m se?:gitgon - US- ‘Congress-
were_rather. heated at times, "turned *'them " " daito ;peace- ; and other such thing "h"' en hended by tite er, |
. "As " for' Soviet citizens’ :keepers?. Are Are chemical and’ id'!ﬂhxﬁmﬂw ‘BW@ qu;m]‘ 5
impressions of the prime Mologiul arms:less horrlb!ﬁ;} West’s_side. m ¥

: : hoped that “these. meetings |,
minister, they. Stemed rather | - Even-acomrentio ?,:::{, people. ﬁ',? < will help remove thé obsadles
-an agreemen

¢ the ... (INF). nd if we mapaf®l

_ambiguous. Some people whb %%. X on Intermidio
‘rnostl watched ther q,mﬂl “fdeas with N
‘ap £ nm‘(lind&ﬂm ‘continent..is ted with' unﬁ «-of dé ~ yusft-~all |te-nn e . nuclesr J“%
vision did give her alot of * ﬁeﬂ?ﬁn ‘stations and ed rémarkably lik de an INF treaty that.
; publiclty), without > earing  storage ‘with oil and* 1940s and 1950s. But what m“dt‘:, °h off & chaterof other
{ much about the sense of what - toxic - If ‘there’ is | could be accepted &t that tlme L may “:’ ar uﬂt‘h d‘
‘8he.;was saying, must have - need for fear to ensure peau, as #n jnnocent delusion, has ""‘_, ts “%n :
formed a very favourable that can be provided without } ' by now turned into s ﬁ

“op inloso P 3, 'ki’ ué e nncle‘-rlr‘t’m«M%re u::d more gmgerom ignonnce or}} ? } ‘?"‘
‘ viet lady “told m ple understan t_pesace <ligence. :
Alr{n Ty: “I loze her.” She Kexl;lpeLn%“W‘an not only very . ldon’l wamt to  bad ,’fs}":’l’“: Bhl .: dgll:tc ‘t:;
- does look -as8 if looking*~ rwill sooner orf\nteutiom here. But, will t lea °"’u’ fts best 80
+good hn~ ecomcwher later fall aPart, ifa oW intenisively” the issues of * ““m mﬂ'“'“‘ﬂ" - sick
profession.” i, Second, if the prime min-: .and nuclear weapons. that his '?i‘;.
Other people not only “lster nrofessu such a sacred ? lmve beén dlscussed in Brit-" l ‘“'mﬁ

£5 o ? '}“*&.‘;FK p T g




Cem i ¥ Projeclk Place '

: pany rroy _ Face Vic Cen€

C 6 /J p ; 1SC G\er Con € e /‘S g.ﬂnecﬁ : contel
wrCan | dS | 16 Plank Y sh > " l

ont S | ;r%;é‘ rej«»b. hmea € Saratbov d%aQOma

RIQ#@/‘ S(’_ﬂ\:ji) ) T?,X h/e P(ia»/‘ /?le4lﬁfﬂt; K///L

Elo Em
GEC p(,‘,,)&-fpn\)a@ €S Gorke F 2-Sm (1niblial vcler)

/?ﬁ"«/&a&j/lmaué’ -»:4 3 E(_ZIC.F/»M/‘J [ Ta /inn’ Eia:\ cuwl m:-‘l‘f/(_ CQQOM ‘

T -,; U’JOJ/ZM > . 3 '
6\7// ‘ C_ on tn«c,"‘ l/l-é‘.c\//ec,e o\m,( «‘Amle/ newds (),mbu«rrjo*
| C

:To‘\n Browfl po//'f),*bp//ene Plant , Buo(/ennav:l( d%/oom.
;

LcH’er of lné&nb

G‘EC/ Simm Ganves (Ge,m go’ I%'Lc)mmm«é/c I‘}f}":
Combmllesr Iblu\n(f".

7;6‘\’ (# 31\‘)’1 C(/( 64.“4'215 (fs:;’m
/mlf/.‘l/ai Cim Emec = f ]O0Om
LaH’w # ;Jh“y 1 fflS‘Dm

Comnd P bal E403m




10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SW1A 2AA

From the Private Secretary 1 May 1987

Many thanks for your letter. The visit
to the Soviet Union was indeed interesting
and the Prime Minister remains extremely
grateful for all your help in preparing
for¥ s

I have received Charles Dick's letter
about the implications of removing short
range missiles and shall be replying to
it with my thoughts.

With best wishes,

(Charles Powell)

Chris Donnelly, Esgq.
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NICHOLAS TELEPHONE 73 SUSSEX SQUARE
BETHELL 01-402-6877 LONDON W2 2SS

The Rt Hon Mrs Margaret Thatcher, MP
10 Downing Street
London SW1 27th April 1987

DGM /V? at@ afct/

I just thought I should let you know that I spent most of yesterday with
Dr Anatoli Koryagin in Lucerne, Switzerland, where he will be spending
the next few months after leaving the Soviet Union last Friday. He
particularly asked.me to thank you for the letter that you addressed

to him on March ,Bist.

For some strange reason your letter was delivered to the Koryagins!'
flat in Kharkov only last Thursday morning, a few minutes before the
whole family left to catch a train to Moscow and a flight to Zurich
the following day. We may, I suppose, Speculate on the reasons why it
took the Soviet postal services 23 days to convey your letter from

Moscow to Kharkov. —

Nevertheless Dr Koryagin was, he said, extremely touched by your letter
and he will be replying to you as soon as possible. I have written
something about him which should appear in The Times tomorrow.

I hope that you will also allow me to say, as I mentioned to Charles
Powell, that I thought your trip to Moscow went fantastically well. I
have already heard a fair amount of positive feedback from your
television interview and I am delighted that you emphasised, as did
Dr 9319!4 the link between Soviet human rights performances and East-
West relations generally, including multilateral disarmament.

-_—
Agreements on arms reduction can, it is true, make war less likely, but
lasting peace requires the building of confidence between the Soviet
Union and the West. And before we feel fully tonfident of Soviet
goodwill, their human rights record must be made considerably better.

Thank you again for allowing Dr Orlov and me to come and see you before
your visit. I send you my best wishes for the weeks ahead.

T n ever p/(
el ren

Lord Bethell







From: The Rt. Hon. Sir Geoffrey Howe, QC MP
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You may find it useful in dealing with enquiries to have a summary of the )
results of the Moscow visit. /[%

This was the first working visit to Moscow by a British Prime Minister since
1975. It is the culmination of several years of sustained effort by this
Government to strengthen contacts between East and West, and to lmprove
British-Soviet relations. The Prime Minister's visit to Hungary in 1984,

her talks with Mr Gorbachev in London before he became Soviet leader, and
my own visits to East European countries were part of this process.

Our objective is to build the greater mutual understanding and trust which are
fundamental to a more stable and more secure East-West relationship.

Openness and honesty are the only basis on which viable and verifiable

arms control agreements can be built.

This visit has enabled us to get across to Soviet leaders, as well as the
Soviet public, the genuinely peaceful intentions of this country, and

our concerns about Soviet activities at hame and abroad. The Prime
Minister's 1) hours with Mr Gorbachev provided for the most candid and
coherent exchanges on nearly every aspect of the East/West relationship

that have ever taken place between a Soviet leader and the head of a

Western Government. And her appearance on Soviet TV, as well as reports ~

in the press, enabled her to convey Western views w1thlfrankness to “Tiéé*'q
hundreds of millions of Soviet citizens.

These achievements alone would have made the visit a notable success.
But there are also other specific results:

- agreement on the need to eliminate intermediate-range nuclear missiles
from Europe, with constraints on shorter-range weapons, and follow-on
negotiations to deal with them; though agreement still has to be reached
on equal ceilings for these shorter-range systems (ie the important
principle of a US right to match);

- agreement on the need for strict verification;

- agreement on the importance of pressing ahead for a world-wide ban on
chemical weapons;




agreement that there should be early negotiations on reductions in
conventional forces;

agreement that progress should be made stage by stage, with clearly
defined priorities;

agreement by Mr Gorbachev to consider the Prime Minister's proposals for
establishing greater predictability over programmes for developing
strategic defences, including SDI;

agreement on an improved 'Hotline' between No 10 and the Kremlin;

a Space Agreement strengthening collaboration between UK universities
and the Soviet Space Research Institute, including co-operation on a
mission to Phobos, a moon of the planet Mars;

resolution of longstanding difficulties over embassy sites in London and
Moscow;

an agreement on Co-operation in Information, Culture, and Education to
improve human contact and the flow of ideas: it includes encouragement
of ™ and radio companies to arrange joint discussion programmes, links
between papers, an undertaking to ensure free receipt of each other's
broadcasts, and exchanges of home visits for secondary school pupils;

camercial contracts worth same £400 m, which were either hastened by
the visit or secured through active intervention during its course.

We were able to appreciate Mr Gorbachev's seriousness about the important
changes going on in the Soviet Union. The Prime Minister made it clear
that we welcome the steps taken. The meetings with Dr Sakharov and

Mr Begun underlined our hope to see full compliance with the human rights
obligations of the Helsinki Agreement. Mr Gorbachev agreed to consider
positively the specific cases we raised.

These are valuable and worthwhile achievements fram what proved to be an
historic visit. They demonstrate the enhanced respect for Britain under
this Government, and the sincerity of our belief that truth and freedam
are better guarantees of peace than fearfulness and surrender.







10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWI1A 2AA

23 April 1987

From the Private Secretary

PRIME MINISTER'S MEETING WITH REFUSENIKS
IN MOSCOW: DOCUMENTS

Thank you for your letter of 23 April
on the handling of various documents relating
to refuseniks. I agree that Sir Bryan
Cartledge should reply on the Prime Minister's
behalf to the various letters in the terms
which you suggest. I do not think there is
any need for me to see all the letters and
would be grateful if the Embassy in Moscow
would forward only those where there are
exceptional circumstances.

(Charles Powell)

Lyn Parker, Esq.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.




Foreign and Commonwealth Office
London SWI1A 2AH

23 April 1987

The Prime Minister's meeting with

Refuseniks in Moscow : documents

I

You have received a copy of Kate Horner's letter

of, 27April to Ken Neill in Soviet Department enclosing
various documents which were passed to the Foreign Secretary
at the end of the Prime Minister's meeting in Moscow with
representatives of the refusenik community.

) }

I enclose one further document which has come to
us subsequently. This is a letter from three scientist
members of the Nadgorny family. One of them had wanted
to pass the letter to the Prime Minister at the Institute
of Crystallography, where he works. He was not able
to do so because of obstruction by the KGB, but he
succeeded in passing the letter to a representative of the

British Press, who subsequently gave it to us.

If you agree, we will ask Sir Bryan Cartledge to
send appopriately tailored replies on behalf of the
Prime Minister to this and the other letters which were
handed over. He would thank them for the points which
they have made and say that these have been carefully noted
by the Prime Minister and the Foreign Secretary. He
would then add that the Prime Minister will continue to
do all she can to help the refusenik community, and that
the Government will press for increased emigration both
bilaterally and in the CSCE follow-up meeting in Vienna.

Since the Nadgornys' letter touches on British-Soviet
scientific contacts, we have sent a copy to the President
of the Royal Society. In this case, Sir Bryan would say
that we have brought the points in it to the attention of
the Royal Society.

We understand that some further letters are still
arriving at the Embassy addressed to the Prime Minister.
Do you wish to see all of these? If not, we will instruct
Sir Bryan to reply on the Prime Minister's behalf, and forward
them only where the content exceptlonally merits thlS.

oW QoeS

arker
Prlvate Secretary

PS/No. 10 Downing Street




Moscow
- - March 30, I987
Prime Minister of Great Britain ’

Margaret Thatcher

General Secretary of the Central Committee
of the CPSV

Mikhail S.Gorbachev

Dear Mrs Thatcher,
Dear Mr Gorbachev,

In connection with the British-Soviet summit we would like to draw
your attention to the fate of refusenik scientists and their families
who for many years have been trying to get permission to leave for
Israel. We took the liberty of writing this letter because our family
of the three physicists worked at the Soviet Academy of Sciences

and we are well aware of the present situation.

As a rule after applying to the authorities for exit visas, a scien-
tist’s position takes a turn for the worse. Some people loose their
Jobs, some are transferred to a lower position, the others are
prohibited to attend conferences or seminars,etc.At any rate, the
sphere of professional activity of such scientists either drastically
narrows or tends to zero. ( Unfortunately, our family can serve as

an example illustrating this situation: Prof.EREdward Nadgornyi, a
former Head of Department, was demoted, his wife Nina Nadgornaya

was fired, and their son Boris Nadgornyi was not allowed to do any
scientific research).So it seems the professional experience of
refusenik scientists is not needed in the Soviet Union and they

are actually not used. On the other hand, the emigration of scientists

is negligible. How can it be? It could have seemédthat scientists
who do not work are not of any value for Soviet State.

But unfortunately another point of view exists. It bails down to
the fact that such scientist may do much to the advantage of the
scientific and industrial development of foreign countries. For

a scientist-applicant, at least this point is decisive when the
scientist’s reference is presented to the emigration authorities.
Evidently this point contradicts the very essense of science, since
science should favour progress of all mankind.We disagree with the
attempts to consider science as "ours" and "theirs" - any science
should be internatiomal. That is why the situation with Soviet
refusenik scientists is a question of grave concern of the whole
world scientific community,

In most cases an official reason for refusal boils down to their
participation in some "classified research" or it is less intelligible
and sounds as a "general knowledge".But, of course, it can not serve
as an excuse when a "waiting" time of 5 years is considered "normal"
and many refusenik scientists, such as S.Alber, Ya.Alpert, I.Brai-
lovskaya, A.Ioffe, A.Lerner, V.Soifer and some others have been
permanently refused for I0-I5 years or even more. It is very hard to
imagine nowadays, when scientific progress is so fast that scientific
achievements are aging just before our eyes,that such long terms could
exist for the Soviet refusenik scientists.All this could have been

at least partly, justified if the whole thing had concerned people 4
who dealt directly with some projects of building up military science
and technology.But this is not the case with refusenik scientists.

As a rule,they dealt with fundamental science and could only be
indirectly involved in some secret work, and just because almost all




scientific branches are comnected now with the applied problems.

We believe that in many cases the refusal in connection with the

involvement in classified research is used only as a pretext to

prevent a scientist from leaving the cuntrj But in any case the

Prnhtlﬂe of establishing wh@ther there is some involvement or not

is very imperfect. As a rule,only formal considerations are enough

fo giwve a refusal. According to these considerations, :lvoot any

applied scientific activity could be regarded as military-oriented.

Refusenik scientists are there in a po,1t104 without any rights

for they do not have any opportunity to contradict the decision in
sence, though the existence of classified information is the fact

that should be established in court. At the present time thig fact

is established completely arbitrarily and more than that , anonymously.

This creates almost unlimited opportunities for dlizercnu abuse, settl-

ing scores and just plain mistakes, which can deprive refusenik

scientists of many years of normal life and work.

We appeal to jou to assist changing practice concerning refusenik
scientists and promote gw0¢tlve &olutions of their cases.It is the
Soviet scientists and namely the Academy of Sciences of the USSR
who should be held responsible for the decisions on the "classified
matters" of their colleagues-refuseniks, and the latter should be

given an opportunity to defend their point of view.

We hope that the discussion of this problem in the British and

Soviet scientific communities could be helpful, taking into account
the fact that British-Soviet scientific contacts are of long standing
at all levels, and particularly between the Royal Smoiety and the
Soviet Academy. We also hope the solution of this problem in the
spirit of radical democratic changes in the Soviet Unmion will lead

to a further improvement of relations between the two countries.

Yours faithfully

.
Prof.Edward M.Nadgornyi /Z;Z%@f/

Nina M.Nadgornaya /V

Boris E.Nadgornyi 2%%2&26;////’ﬂ

Moscow, Bol.Spasskaya 32 apt.I7I, I290I0
Tel.280- 0035
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CONFIDENTIAL

Treasury Chambers, Parliament Street, SWIP 3AG

The Rt Hon Paul Channon MP P
Secretary of State for Trade and Industry
Department of Trade and Industry

1l - 19 Victoria Street

London

SW1H OET

IL™ April 1987

Q)zw lot

DTI/ECGD SUPPORT FOR JOHN BROWN CONTRACT: USSR
a}

Thank you for your letter of 3-April setting out the concessions agreed
for DTI and ECGD support to*John Brown in order that they could compete
for the polypropylene contract in the USSR. I am delighted that
John Brown were successful in securing the contract.

In discussing the concessions which were to be offered to
John Brown, we both accepted the need to ensure that they should be
ring-fenced to the maximum possible. I acknowledge the efforts you
have made on this score, although I remain very concerned about the
possible repercussions of the precedents we have set. I also agree
that we should encourage the Russians to consider credit financing
in low interest rate currencies. I hope that you will be able +to
€ncourage companies trading with Russia to press this as in their
own, as well as our, interests.

I agree with the conditions you propose for ring-fencing the
reductions in the ECGD risk premium and the TTC premium. The 30 per cent
reduction in the risk premium should be extended to Courtaulds Davy
and Simon Carves only if the contracts are financed in US dollars
or ECU and the conditions in your sub-paragraph (b) are fully met.
This concession will, in accordance with the terms of that paragraph,
relate to contracts which those three companies sign before 3 July.
I also agree that in order to qualify for an overall reduction in
the TTC premium it would be reasonable to extend the concession only
to contracts signed before the end of last week.




CONFIDENTIAL - : "

My officials have discussed further with yours the way in which
the reduction in the ECGD premium should be reflected in the Trading
Account, against the background of our shared objective of ring-fencing
this concession and of ensuring that the arrangements are properly
accounted for and accurately reflect what has been done. In the light
of these discussions, I am reluctantly prepared on this occasion to
acquiesce in your proposal that the Trading Accoupt should be credited .
both with the amount of ECGD's premium received from the exporter
and with an amount notionally diverted from savings in the public
expenditure provision. Given the need to reconcile the Trading Account
with the Vote Account, there will need to be an adequate note in the
accounts explaining the decision taken. This note will need to be
agreed with my officials.

However, I continue to find this an wunsatisfactory way of
accounting for the transactions involved and I hope we can agree not
to adopt it on future occasions. What was just about acceptable on
a one-off basis i.e. for Guangdong is increasingly unacceptable with
extended use. We now have a position where ECGD's Trading Account
is being credited with funds which do notaccrue as a result of their
trading operations but as a result of Ministers' decisions to provide
a covert subsidy from public funds. If this course was to be proposed
again (and I hope not), I believe it is important that you seek proper
Parliamentary authority. In other words further proposals would have
to come to Ministers either as a clear decision to set aside ECGD's
Trading Account objectives or as a decision to seek Parliamentary
authority for expenditure from Votes to subsidise the Trading Account.

I am copying this letter to members of E(A) and to

Sir RObert Armstrong .
/

J)

JOHN MacGREGOR
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PRIME MINISTER'S VISIT TO MOSCOW: KOSSOV'S CALL ON MR ﬁbWELL

1. I was interested to read Mr Thorpe's submission of
8 April. I have two additional comments.

2. Kossov is Zamyatin's blue-eyed boy at present. He was
also, incidentally, one of only two people in the Soviet
Embassy whom Suslov trusted. He is unusally articulate

and free-speaking, for a Soviet official. He has also been
recently promoted and moved to deal with arms control
subjects in the Soviet Embassy. It was Kossov who telephoned
to ask for our interpreter's record of the restricted
discussion in Moscow. I suspect that what all this adds

up to is that Zamyatin is now using him to try to establish

a privileged line to No 10. I do not see great harm in this,
provided we are kept in touch.

3. My other comment is that, as Mr Thorpe says, Gorbachev's
reported wish to retain his '"special relationship'" with the
Prime Minister is no doubt intemded to be both flattering

and wedge-driving. But we should not discount the possibility
that it is also genuine. He clearly enjoyed arguing, with

no holds barred, with a Western political leader of the Prime
Minister's quality. He may also have felt he learned something.
I agree with Mr Thorpe's conclusion that we should remain
cautious about Soviet attempts to build up a special relationship,
but not to the point of discouraging the Prime Minister from
maintaining it.
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SECRETARY OF STATE'S MEETING WITH SHULTZ, 9 APRIL: PRIME
MINISTER'S VISIT TO MOSCOW ot

SUMMARY

- 55 CCOUNT BY THE SECRETARY OF STATE OF THE PRIME MINISTER'S
VISIT TO MOSCOW, SHULTZ INTERESTED IN THE PRIME MIN|STER'S VIEWS
ON WHETHER CORBACHEY M|GHT BE TRYING TO CHANGE THE SOVIET SYSTEM
AS OPPOSED TO MAKING IT WORK PETTER, AND IN HER [¥PRESS|0ONS AND
THOSE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE OF OTHER SOVIET LEADERS,

DETAIL

2. THE SECRETARY OF STATE SAID THAT THE PRIME MINISTER AND HE
HAD RETURNED FROM MOSCOW WITH THE IMPRESS|ON THAT SORBACHEY WAS
GENUINELY TRYING TO MAKE CHANGES IN THE SOVIET UNION, GORRACHEY
MIGHT BELIEVE THAT IMPLEMENTING INTERNAL REFORMS REQUIRED A
TOLERABLE LEVEL OF STABILITY IN EXTERNAL RELATIONS, |IF SO, WE
SHOULD NOT STAND IN HIS WAY, THAT SAID, IMPROYVING RELATIONS WITH
THE SOVIET UNION wOULD BE A LONG HAUL, AS SHULTZ HAD ROTED IN WIS
UCLA SPEECH IN SEPTEMBER 1984, THE RUSSIANS WOULD CONTINUE TO
MISBEHAVE (THE SOVIET ESPIONAGE ATTACK ON THE US EMBASSY IN
MOSCOW WAS A CURRENT CASE IN POINT) AND GORBACHEY WAS CLEARLY
PETERMINED TO ADVANCE SOVIET INTERESTS. BUT WHEN PROBLEMS ARCSE,
IT WAS MECESSARY PATIENTLY TO WORK FOR THEIR RESOLUTION AND "OT
PULL DOWN THE SHUTTERS ON EFFORTS TO |MPROVE EAST-WEST PELATIONS
CENERALLY. SHULTZ SAID THAT HE AGREED WITH THIS LAST PNINT, THE
SOVIET ESPIONAGE ATTACK AGAINST THE US EMBASSY IN MOSCOW HAD

SHID AN LM SANCE e Yy




CREATED STRONG POLITICAL PRESSURES ON HIM TO CANCEL HI1S VISIT TO
MOSCOW. BUT THE PRESIDENT HAD DECIDED THAT HE SHMOULD GO AHEAD,

;% THE SECRETARY OF STATE SAID THAT MUCH OF THE SUCCESS OF
THE PRINE NLSISTﬁR'S VtSlT TO MOSCOW HAD DERIVED FROM HER ABILITY
TO BE PROFOUMDLY CRITICAL OF SOVIET POLICIES AND THE SOVIET
SYSTEM, AND NOT TO COMPROMISE ON IMPORTANT ATSSUES, WHILE BUILDING
A GOOD RELATIONSHIP WITH GORBACHEV, GORBACHEV HAD BEEN PREPARED
TO LISTEN CAREFULLY TO WHAT THE PRIME MINISTER SAID AND TO RESPOND
IN A GIVE AND TAKE MANNER. THE UMCENSORED BROADCAST OF WER TV
INTERV IEW, THE ENTHUSIASM WITH WHICH CROWDS HAD GREETED HER DURING
HER WALKABOUTS, AND THE LACK OF SOVIET COMPLAINTS ABOUT HER
MEETINGS WITH SAKHAROV AND OTHER DISSIDENTS WAD BEEN REMARKASLE,
&, THE SECRETARY OF STATE SAID THAT THE PRIME MINISTER HWAD
ESTABL ISHED SOME POINTS OF ACREEMENT WITH GORBACHEY, THESE HAD
INCLUDED AGREEMENT ON AN ARM§ CONTROL AGENDA |NCORPORATING THE
CAMP DAVID PRIORITIES. BUT THERE WAD ALSO BEEN MANY POINTS OF
DISAGREEMENT, FOR EXAMPLE ON THE LEGITIMACY OF NUCLEAR

DETERRENCE (SHULTZ WOMDERED HOW GORBACHEV COULD REALLY BELIEVE
DETERRENCE WAS ILLEGITIMATE GIVEN THE SIZE OF SOVIET MILITARY
FORCES).

5 SHULTZ ASKED WHETHER THE PRIME MIN|ISTER THOUGHT THAT
GORBACHEY WAS TRYING TO MAKE AN UNWORKABLE SYSTEM WORK BETTER (OR
WHETHER HWE MIGHT ACTUALLY BE TRYING TO CHANGE THE SYSTEM, THE
SECRETARY OF STATE SAID THAT GORBACHEY HAD GIVEYM THE 1MPRESSION
THAT HE WAS BEGINNING TO SEE THE WEAKNESSES OF THE SYSTEM (HE HAD
TALKED OF DEVELOPING A SYSTEM OF PAYMENT FOR HEALTH CARE), BUT

RADICAL MEASURES OF REFORM WERE NOT YET ACTUAATLY BELXG CARRIED
OUT, GORBACHEV'S FOCUS SEEMED TO BE LARGELY POLITICAL RATHER

THAN ECONOMIC, N CONTRAST TO THE APPROACHES OF THE HUMCARIAN

AND CHINESE LEADERSHIPS. GORBACHEV TENDED TC TAKE A

PHILOSOPHICAL APPROACH (HIS PLENUM SPEECH HAD BEEN VERY MUCH IN
THIS MOULD) BYUT MANY OF WIS PERCEPTIONS OF THE WORLD SEEMED TO BE
BASED ON SOVIET MYTHOLOGY. FOR EXAMPLE, ME CLAIMED TC BELIEVE THE
CIA PLOT THEORY OF THE KAL SHOOTDOWN. |IT WAS HARD TO KNOW WHETHER
HE REALLY SAW THINGS IN THIS WAY.

Se SHULTZ ASKED WHETHER OTHER SOVIET LEADERS, FOR EYAMPLE
RYZHKOY, SHEVARDNADZE AND DOBRYNIN RPESEMBLED GORBACHEV, THE
SECRETARY OF STATE SAID THAT RYZHKOY APPEARED TO SHARE SOME OF
GORBACHEV'S OPEN-MINDNESS BUT WAS MORE LIKELY TC COHE.UP WITH
STOCK ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS ABOUT SUBJECTS OF WHICH HE HMAD LITTLE
EXPERIENCE, PARTICULARLY FOREIGHN PCLICY QUESTIONS, SHEVARDNADZE
HAD GIVEN THE IMPRESSION, DURING THE SECRETARY OF STATE'S TIGHT
HOURS OF TALKS wWITH HIM IN MOSCOW, OF BEING OPEN, RELAXED, ANT
THOUGHTFUL, HE SEEMED TO BE ENGAGED IN A GENUINE PROCESS OF
RE-EXAMINING SOVIEY FOREIGN POLICY AND ASKING WHETHER SOVIET
OBJECTIVES WERE THE RIGHT OMES AND WERE BEING PURSUED IN THE RIGHT
WAY, DOBRYNIN HAD ROT PLAYED AMY SIGNIFICANT PART IN THE PRIME
MINISTER'S VISIT TC MOSCOW.

L SHULTZ WONDERED WHETHER HE MIGHT FIND, DURING HIS VISIT

TO MOSCOW ON 13-<15 APRIL, THAT HIS SOVIET INTERLOCUTORS WERE AS
INTERESTED IN TRYING TO PERSUADE HIM GENERALLY OF THE IMPORTANCE
OF THE MEW DRIVE FOR REFORM [N THE SOVIET UNION AS (N GOING
THROUGH A DETAILED BUSINESS AGENDA, HE HAD TOLD THE RUSSIANS

THAT HE WOULD LIKE TO DEVOTE A PART OF HIS VISIT TO A GENERAL
DISCUSSION OF BROAD POLITICAL, ECOKOMIC AND STRATEGIC ISSUES,

ACLAND
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YOUR TEL NO 195 : PRUME MIMNBSTER'S VST TO THE
SOVIET UNHON

y 1 THE THAN PR#ME MINISTER:,: GENERAL PREM TWINSULANONDA
HINVIHTED ME TO CALL ON Hi#M THd'S MORNHNG (10 APRHL ), TO
DELHWER THE PRIHME MINIRSTER'S PERSONAL MESSAGE TO HsiM

N TUR,

2. PREM ASKED ME TO CONVEY TO THE PRUWME MLNGSTER HIS
GRATEFUL THANKS:,: BOTH ON HsS OWN BEHALF AS WELL AS ON
BEHALF OF THE THAs PEOPLE'y FOR THE ACTHON WHICH

MRS THATCHER HAD TAKEN N MOSCOW N RAWSHNG WITH GORBACHEV
OUR CONCERN ABOUT SOWKET SUPPORT FOR THE WHETNAMESE
OCCUPAT/MON OF CAMBODwA. HE HAD FOR SOME T#ME BEEN AT A
LOSS TO KNOW HOW BEST TO SECURE MOVEMENT OVER THE CAMBODHAN
HSSUE. NOW THAT THE SOVHET UN:HON WAS AT LEAST PREPARED TO
TALK ABOUT THE PROBLEM," HE AGREED THAT #T WAS #MPORTANT
TO MAMNTA#N PRESSURE. HE FELT THAT THE PRHME MINISTER'S
VelSIHT HAD HELPED TO OPEN THE WAY AND WHEN HiiS FORE:HGN
MINISTER VAKSHTED MOSCOW NEXT MONTH7, ACM SHiDDH4i WOULD BE
ABLE TO PURSUE THE MATTER FURTHER.

3. PREM WONDERED WHETHER sHT MHIGHT BE POSSHBBLE FOR THE
UNNTED STATES TO MAKE StwILAR OVERTURES vN MOSCOW. HE
WOULD BE TALKHNG TO US AMBASSADOR BROWN ABOUT THS ON
BROWN'S RETURN FROM WASHNGTON (4N ABOUT 6 WEEKS' THME).
th HAVE MENT'HONED THHS TO THE US CHARGE HERE!,’ WHO HAS TOLD
ME THAT SHULTZ HAS SAMD ON US TELEVIESFON THAT HE wddil BE
RAMGHNG CAMBODHA DURING HHKS TALKS <N MOSCOW NEXT WEEK.

L, PREM SAD THAT HE WAS LOOK:#NG FORWARD TO MEET(NG

SR GEOFFREY HOWE ON 22 APRML. BECAUSE HE WOULD BE FAGHNG
A NO=-CONFsWDENCE VOTE ‘N PARL:MAMENT THAT DAY: ¢ HE ASKED THAT
THE MEETUNG BE PUT FORWARD TO 0815. THNS HAS BEEN
siNCORPORATED PN THE SECRETARY OF STATE'S PROGRAMME.

TONKIN
BDHPAN (136

LmTED

SERD
Sovier D

NEWS D

PS

PS Ime Rerdrors
pPs (Pus

MR GiLLmoRE
mAR mecLargn
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10 DOWNING STREET

LONDON SWIA 2AA ]
From the Private Secretary 10 April 1987

I enclose for your records a copy of
a letter to the Prime Minister from Mrs. Gorbachev.
You might like to send a copy to HM Ambassador

in Moscow.

(Charles Powell)

Lyn Parker, Esq.,

Foreign and Commonwealth Office.




Ypaxaemaa rocnoxa TsTuep,

Bnaronapo Bac 3a mmoGesHoe nuceMo. HeMHOro BpeMeHM OTHelser
Hac ot Bamero Busura B Comerckuft Cows. Iloka eme He B moJuHOR Mepe,
He CO BCeR OnpeneleHHOCTbM NPOABHIMCH 6r'0 MOoCiAeACTBUA. JyMaew,
uTo GeceiH, BCTpeud - OPMUMANBLHHE M 38 NpejesaMd NMpoToKoaa, -
cocrogsuueca B Mockee u TOumucu, MMEOT OrpoOMHYD 3HAUKMMOCTD,
BHXOJAMY® 38 pPaAMK¥ COBOTCEKO-OPUTAHCKMX OTHOMOHHA.

Hagewch, wro srTa moesgxa Haja Bau BO3MOXHOCTH NMOYYBCTBOBATH
MCKPDEHHEe® CTPOMIEHHe COBETCKHMX Jnae# K MUpYy W LOCPHM OTHOMEHUSM
¢ BesuroGpuranuefi,

MHe OHJIO OYEHb NMPUATHO BHOBb BCTPETHThCA ¢ Bamu, moGeceno-
BaTh, MNobiauxe y3Harh Bac.

Xouy eme pa3 no6rarofapuTh 3a NepeiaHHHe Baumu CyBeHUpH,
KOTOpHE NOCTABHIM MHE ynoBOoJbCTBMEe. OHM - NMpPEKpPaCHHE CBUAETEIb-
cTBa 6Oorarhx Tpamuuuit oyxoBHOR KyIbTypw DBpuTanun u ee Hapoja.

Tax xe Rax ¥ Bu, OyjgeM gymarh o OyAymeM, O HOBHX BCTpedax.

C raunmyumumu noxenanuamMu Bax u BameMy cynpyry

P '/(Cé 4423 P.TopGauesa

"(f " anpexns 1987 ropma




Upnofficial translation

MRS.MARGARET THATCHER,
PRIVE~-MINISTER OF GREAT BRITAIN,
10 DOWNING STREET,

LONDON

Dear Mrs.Thatcher,

Thank you for your kind letter. Only e little time separestes
us from your visit to the Soviet Union. Its consequences have not
yet been displayed to the full quite definitely. We believe thest
talks and meetings - both official and those outside protocol, -
which took place in Noscow and Tbilisi, are of great significance,
surpassing the framework of Soviet-British relations.

I hope that this visit gave an opportunity to feel sincere
aspirations of the Soviet people for peace and good relations
with Great Britain.

I was very pleased to meet you again, to talk and to get <o
know you closer.

I would like to thank you once again for the souvenirs which

have given me much pleasure. They are a splendid evidence of rich

traditions of the spiritual culture of Britain and of its peorile.
We, as well as you, will think about future, about new

meetings.
With best wishes to you and to your husband.

R.Gorbacheva

8 April 1987
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INFOR ROUTINE ABU DHABI, AMMAN, JERUSALEM, KUWAIT

INFO ROUTINE MOSCOW, RIYADH, TEL AVIV, TUNIS, UKMIS NEW YORK
INFO ROUTINE WASHINGTON

YOUR TELNO 117 (NOT TO ALL): EGYPT/MIDDLE EAST

SUMMARY

1. MUBARAK THANKS THE PRIME MINISTER FOR HER MESSAGE,
CONGRATULATES HER ON THE SUCCESS OF HER VISIT TO THE
SOVIET UMION AND COMMENTS ON RECENT MIDDLE EAST DEVELOPMENTS,

DETAIL

2. | DELIVERED THE PRIME MINISTER'S MESSAGE TO PRESIDENT
MUBARAK ON 9 APRIL. HE DID NOT READ THE TEXT WHILE | WAS
WITH HIM, BUT SAID HE HAD FOLLOWED VERY CLOSELY THE PRESS
REPORTS ON THE PRIME MINISTER'S VISIT TO THE SOVIET UNIONs
IN HIS VIEW GORBACHEV BELONGED TO A NEW GENERATION AND WAS
AN ENTIRELY DIFFERENT TYPE OF LEADER FROM ANY OF HIS
PREDECESSORS. HE CONGRATULATED MRS THATCHER ON THE
QUTSTANDING SUCCESS OF HER VISIT AND THANKED HER FOR
REPLYING PROMPTLY TO HIS MESSAGE,

A
PLO

3. | DREW PRESIDENT MUBARAK'S ATTENTION TO THE FACT THAT
YOU HAD UNDERLINED TO THE SOVIET FOREIGN MINISTER THE
IAPORTANCE OF ENSURING THAT THE SEARCH FOR UNIYT wWiTHIN

THE PLO DID NOT BREAK WHAT REMAINED OF THE BRIDGE BETWEEN
THE PLO AND KING HUSSEIN. THIS LED THE PRESIDENT TO COMMENT
ON THE PRESENT DIVISIONS WITHIN THE PLO, MUBARAK SAID THAT
HE HAD FOR SOME TIME BEEN PUTTING THE MAXIMUM PRESSURE ON
ARAFAT TO RECOGNISE THE TWO UN RESOLUTIONS [N ADVANCE OF A
MI1DDLE EAST CONFERENGE. HE HAD TOLD ARAFAT AGAIN AND AGAIN
THAT HE WAS IN REAL DANGER OF MISSING THE BUS, AS THE
PALESTINIANS HAD DONE SO OFTEN PREVIOULSY, IF HE COULD nAT
BRING HIMSELF TO DO THIS. HOWEVER THE FACTIONAL FIGHTING
GOING ON WITHIN THE PLO AURGUED BADLY AND THERE MUST BE A
REAL DANGER THAT THE PLO WOULD END BY EXCLUDING THEMSELVES
FROM AN INTERNAT JONAL CONFERENCE AND THAT KING HUSSE (N WOULD
CHBOSE OTHER REPRESENTATIVES TO ACCOMPANY HIM TO THE
CONFERENCE TABLE. IN SPITE OF THE PLO'S SHORTCOMINGS (AND
THE PRESIDENT HAD SOME VERY UNCOMPL IMENTARY COMMENTS TO
MAKE ABOUT STATEMENTS BY ABU JIHAD AND ABU |YAD IN RECENT
DAYS) ARAFAT REMAINED THE MOST. MODERATE OF THE PLO LEADERS:
HE WOULD MAINTAIN HIS EFFORTS TO BRING HIM ALONG, HOWEVER
HOPELESS THE TASK SOMETIMES SEEMED.  —|—
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LIBYA N A §rrn 02 3 ‘ >

4, MUBARAK SAID HE BELIEVED THAT EVENTé IN CHAD WOULD IN \
DUE COURSE BRING ABOUT QADHAF|'S DOWNFALL: .CHAD WAS HIS
VIETNAM, EGYPT HAD GIVEN ALL THE HELP SHE COULD TO CHAD

AND HAD ENCOURAGED THE AMERICANS TO DO THE SAME: HE CLAIMED
THAT AT THE TIME OF THE US BOMBING OF TRIPOLI: HE HAD TOLD
THE AMERICANS THAT THIS WAS NOT THE WAY TO TOPPLE 0NADHAFI
AND THAT THEY WOULD DO BETTER BY HELPING THE CHADIANS WITH
MILITARY SUPPLIES. MUBARAK THOUGHT THAT THE CASUALTIES
SUFFERED BY THE LIBYAN ARMED FORCES IN CHAD HAD CAUSED
WIDESPREAD RESENTMENT WITHIN LIBYA AND THAT THIS WAS
INCREASINGLY MAKING ITSELF FELT, ALTHOUGH HE COULD NOT OF
COURSE TELL HOW LONG IT WOULD BE BEFORE NADHAF| FELL,

EGYPT/SOVIET UNION

5. MUBARAK WAS EVIDENTLY WELL PLEASED BY THE LATEST ROUND
GYPTIAN ECONOMIC NEGOTIATIONS WITH THE RUSS|ANS (SEE
INNES*' TELELETTER OF 2 APRIL). HE SAID THAT THE RUSSIANS
HAD ORIGINALLY REQUESTED 2 PER CENT RATE OF [NTEREST, 3uUT
8Y PERSISTING THE EGYPTIANS HAD EVENTUALLY PERSUADED THEM
TO WAIVE INTEREST PAYMENTS FOR A LONG PERIOD.

US MILITARY DEBT

6. |IN CONTRAST, NO SOLUTION WAS YET IN SIGHT TO THE

PROBLEM OF THE HIGH INTEREST RATES ON EGYPT'S MILITARY DEBT
TO THE US, HE HAD REPEATEDLY TOLD THE AMERICANS OF THE NEED
TO FIND A SOLUTION WHICH DID NOT |MPOSE AN UNBEARABLE

BURDEN ON EGYPT, WHOSE STABILITY WAS VITAL FOR THE WHOLE
AREA, IT WOULD BE TRAGIC [F THE MISTAKES MADE N THE 19578
BY THE WORLD BANK IN WITHDRAWING AID FOR THE HIGH DAM WERE
TO BE REPEATED IN A DIFFERENT FORM.

7. MUBARAK SA|D HE HAD APPROACHED A NUMBER OF GULF STATES
(HE MEWNTIONED IN PARTICULAR ABU DHAB| AND SAUD! ARABIA) TO
SEE WHETHER THEY WOULD BE WILLING TO TAKE OVER THE DEST AT
A MUCH LOWER RATE OF INTEREST, FOR EXAMPLE &4 PER CENT,

THE RESPONSE HAD NOT BEEN ENTIRELY NESATIVE: BUT MOST OF
THEIR FUNDS WERE LODGED IN US BANKS IN ANY CASE AND SUCH A
SOLUTION WOULD NEED US AGREEMENT,

2« MUBARAK SAID THAT AT ONE POINT HE HAD POINTED OUT TO
THE AMERICANS THE CONTRAST BETWEEN THE UNDERSTANDING 2E N3
SHOWN BY THE RUSSIANS AND THE DIFFICULTIES THE US WERE
CREATING FOR EGYPT.. IT WAS AGAINST THE AMERI|ICANS' DuN
INTEREST THAT EGYPT SHOULD BE BURDENED WITH THIS
EXCESSIVELY HIGH RATE OF INTEREST AT A TIME WHEN SHE FACED
SO MANY OTHER ECONOMIC DIFFICYULTIES. ==

ONFICENTIAL




2« | AM REPORTING SEPARATELY MUBARAK'S COMMENTS ON THE
RECENT EGYPTIAN ELECTIONS, )

AURW ICK

PARA 3 LINE 19: MAKE ABOUT STATEMENTS BY ETC

URWICK

YYYY
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Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH

9 -April -1987
W
‘,,.‘:;, ' i. ,,,A
A e
= N '«\, ™~

Follow-Up to the Prime Minister's visit to the
Soviet Union

CAy/ '\’P

When this subject was discussed on 6 April, the Foreign
Secretary undertook to send some further thoughts on the
subject of follow-up to the Prime Minister's visit. I am
therefore enclosing a short paper, prepared by officials,
setting out the main elements in the future bilateral
programme and some preliminary thoughts on how we might
build on the visit.

We are working on the more detailed paper requested in
your letter of 3 April. We have consulted the Embassy and
will be also contacting Whitehall Departments and non-
governmental organisations with an interest in Anglo-Soviet
relations. As the enclosed paper makes clear, we have
already been in contact with the Great Britain-USSR
Association, the main channel for our non-official contacts
with the Soviet Union.

We also need to exchange views with the Russians.
The Soviet Embassy have told us that they are engaged in
a similar follow-up exercise and would welcome an opportunity
to exchange views.

)
Yoy 03T ?
\c {
‘,/\
)

~

.l

C D Powell Esqg (L Parker
10 Downing Street Privte Secretary
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Folow-Up to Prime Minister's Visit to the Soviet Union

A. High Level Visits

1. 1Invitations have been issued to Gorbachev and Ryzhkov.
We should aim to get one to the UK next year. A second
best would be Dobrynin. We should try to ensure a really
senior inward visitor (Politburo or Secretariat) to the

UK each year. We should also aim to get Marchuk (Academy
of Sciences) here before long. He has an outstanding
invitation from the Royal Society. We might also consider

inviting Cherkesia, the Prime Minister's host in Tbilisi.

Zr Shevardnadze confirmed his invitation to the

Foreign Secretary:; he will aim to go in the autumn.

B Inter-Governmental Cooperation

3. Our businessmen should aim to strike quickly over further

contacts while the iron is hot. Two forthcoming meetings
should help continue to engage high level Soviet interest-
Industrial Economic Review Meeting, in London on 27 April,
which will review trade and the long term economic programme
in preparation for the Joint Commission; and the Joint
Commission itself, in Moscow during the first week of June,

which Alan Clark from the DTI will attend.

4. Shevardnadze showed some real interest in developing

expert talks on health cooperation, eg alcoholism,NAIng

during the discussions in Moscow. He also accepted our
suggestion for expert talks on drugs. We will ensure these
points are carried through. We will be trawling Whitehall

for other new areas of potential cooperation. The environment
is one potential area. There is already a wide ranging

programme of cooperation on agriculture and energy following

the visits to Moscow by -Peter Walker and Michael Jopling.

i ———
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D1 ¢ Information and Culture

5. We are considering ways to build on the useful
facilitating clauses in the Memorandum of Understanding
signed during the visit. We are writing to all interested

bodies (eg the British Council) drawing their attention

fo the agreement and suggesting they use it to prompt

contacts with their Soviet opposite numbers. We will

be concentrating in particular on the provisions for
exchanges of school children; colloquia and round tables;
and closer contacts between television and broadcasting
organisations. We have already spoken to the Great
Britain-USSR Association who showed considerable enthusiasm
at the possibilities opened up by the Memorandum. If

they come up with new and worthwhile projects, we may need
to look at the resources available to them. They are

the main channel for our non-official contacts with Soviet

organisations.

6. The Memorandum sets up a programme of annual lectures.

We need to identify and approach a British lecturer.

D. Political Follow-Up

7. We are drawing up a wide ranging programme for bilateral
consultations at official level with the Soviet MFA for the

coming year. We hope to agree this with them soon.

CONFIDENTIAL










PRIME MINISTER

YOUR VISIT TO MOSCOW

I attach a copy of a letter which I have
sent to the Foreign and Commonwealth Office about
a conversation I had this morning with Mr. Kossov
of the Soviet Embassy about your visit to Moscow.
It contains a number of points of interest.

CHARLES POWELL

8 April 1987
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10 DOWNING STREET

LONDON SWI1A 2AA

From the Private Secretary

8 April 1987

PRIME MINISTER'S VISIT TO MOSCOW

I should record that Mr Kossov of the Soviet Embassy came
to see me this morning, ostensibly to hand over some
photographs of the Prime Minister's visit to the Soviet Union.
He took the opportunity to add a number of comments about the
visit.

Mr Kossov said that his Ambassador had called on
Mr Gorbachev shortly before returning to London. He had found
Mr Gorbachev very well satisfied with the Prime Minister's
visit, despite the vigorous nature of their exchanges. He
thought that their talks had very usefully clarified their
respective points of view and had identified possibilities for

progress, particularly on the INF negotiations. Mr Gorbachev
wanted to retain his "special relationship" with the Prime
Minister. It would be important to build on the achievements
of the visit.

Mr Kossov said that the Prime Minister's thank you letter
to Mr Gorbachev conveying the Cabinet's assessment of the
results of her visit had been very timely. It had arrived in
Moscow while the Politburo discussion was still in progress
and had been well received. His understanding was that it had
affected the nature of the Politburo's own published
conclusions.

Mr Kossov said that when he and his Ambassador had
arrived in Moscow before the visit, they had found senior
Soviet officials very exercised about the Prime Minister's
Torquay speech. This had been given a rather exaggerated
slant by Tass, which had brought it to the notice of the
Soviet leadership. There had been lively debate about how the
Soviet Union should respond, which explained Mr Gorbachev's
comments at the opening of his talks with the Prime Minister.
Mr Gorbachev's speech at the Kremlin dinner had been intended
as a riposte to the Torquay speech rather than to the Prime
Minister's own speech in Moscow.

Mr Kossov went on to raise a number of arms control
points. He claimed that the main Soviet objection to the way
in which the Prime Minister formulated her views on the
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onrtance of nuclear deterrence was that it would only
encourage third countries to acquire nuclear weapons. I said
that the Prime Minister's point was that it would always be
essential for the major powers to retain nuclear weapons
against the eventuality that other, less responsible
countries, would acquire them.

Mr Kossov commented that there had been useful progress
in the Prime Minister's talks with Mr Gorbachev on INF. There
was now debate in Moscow as to whether the Prime Minister's
point about the Western right to match Soviet shorter-range
systems could not best be met by a zero-zero solution for
these systems as well. The matter might bé raised in the
talks with Secretary Shultz next week. I recalled that the
Prime Minister had stressed that the West had to be able to
retain some weapons in these categories to offset Soviet
conventional and chemical superiority.

Mr Kossov said that the Prime Minister's ideas on
predictability of strategic defence research had been very
carefully noted. He enquired whether they had been agreed
with the Americans in advance. I said that the Americans had
been informed shortly before the Prime Minister's visit but
had not given their agreement. Mr Kossov said that the Soviet
Union could not break theé link between SDI and START. But if
it were possible to make some progress on the lines indicated
by the Prime Minister, this could enable a start to be made
towards the goal of 50 per cent reductions in strategic
nuclear weapons.

I said that we were sorry to hear that Mr Gorbachev was
indisposed. Mr Kossov was evidently amused and said that he
had rarely seen a man look more healthy than Mr Gorbachev last
week. Although he had no information, he assumed the
postponement of Mr Gorbachev's visit to Czechoslovakia might
be because of difficulties over the proposals which he
intended to announce there affecting both conventional forces
and shorter range nuclear weapons. Another reason might be
the need for Mr Gorbachev to be directly involved in the
preparations for Mr Shultz's visit to Moscow next week. It
was not to be excluded that some Soviet positions would be
revised in the light of the talks with the Prime Minister.
This could cause some difficulties which Mr. Gorbachev himself
would have to sort out.

I am not able to judge how far Kossov is simply
speculating or has information on any of these points. But
his comments are certainly of some interest.

I am copying this letter to John Howe (Ministry of
Defence) and Trevor Woolley (Cabinet Office).

C D POWELL

A. C. Galsworthy, Esg., C.M.G.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.
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10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWIA 2AA
From the Private Secretary I B
8 April 1987

PRIME MINISTER'S VISIT TO MOSCOW

I should record that Mr Kossov of the Soviet Embassy came
to see me this morning, ostensibly to hand over some
photographs of the Prime Minister's visit to the Soviet Union.
He took the opportunity to add a number of comments about the
visit.

Mr Kossov said that his Ambassador had called on
Mr Gorbachev shortly before returning to London. He had found
Mr Gorbachev very well satisfied with the Prime Minister's
visit, despite the vigorous nature of their exchanges. He
thought that their talks had very usefully clarified their
respective points of view and had identified possibilities for
progress, particularly on the INF negotiations. Mr Gorbachev
wanted to retain his "special relationship" with the Prime
Minister. It would be important to build on the achievements
of the visit.

Mr Kossov said that the Prime Minister's thank you letter
to Mr Gorbachev conveying the Cabinet's assessment of the
results of her visit had been very timely. It had arrived in
Moscow while the Politburo discussion was still in progress
and had been well received. His understanding was that it had
affected the nature of the Politburo's own published
conclusions.

Mr Kossov said that when he and his Ambassador had
arrived in Moscow before the visit, they had found senior
Soviet officials very exercised about the Prime Minister's
Torquay speech. This had been given a rather exaggerated
slant by Tass, which had brought it to the notice of the
Soviet leadership. There had been lively debate about how the
Soviet Union should respond, which explained Mr Gorbachev's
comments at the opening of his talks with the Prime Minister.
Mr Gorbachev's speech at the Kremlin dinner had been intended
as a riposte to the Torquay speech rather than to the Prime
Minister's own speech in Moscow.

Mr Kossov went on to raise a number of arms control
points. He claimed that the main Soviet objection to the way
in which the Prime Minister formulated her views on the
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importance of nuclear deterrence was that it would only
encourage third countries to acquire nuclear weapons. I said
that the Prime Minister's point was that it would always be
essential for the major powers to retain nuclear weapons
against the eventuality that other, less responsible
countries, would acquire them.

Mr Kossov commented that there had been useful progress
in the Prime Minister's talks with Mr Gorbachev on INF. There
was now debate in Moscow as to whether the Prime Minister's
point about the Western right to match Soviet shorter-range
systems could not best be met by a zero-zero solution for
these systems as well. The matter might be raised in the
talks with Secretary Shultz next week. I recalled that the
Prime Minister had stressed that the West had to be able to
retain some weapons in these categories to offset Soviet
conventional and chemical superiority.

Mr Kossov said that the Prime Minister's ideas on
predictability of strategic defence research had been very
carefully noted. He enquired whether they had been agreed
with the Americans in advance. I said that the Americans had
been informed shortly before the Prime Minister's visit but
had not given their agreement. Mr Kossov said that the Soviet
Union could not break the link between SDI and START. But if
it were possible to make some progress on the lines indicated
by the Prime Minister, this could enable a start to be made
towards the goal of 50 per cent reductions in strategic
nuclear weapons.

I said that we were sorry to hear that Mr Gorbachev was
indisposed. Mr Kossov was evidently amused and said that he
had rarely seen a man look more healthy than Mr Gorbachev last
week. Although he had no information, he assumed the
postponement of Mr Gorbachev's visit to Czechoslovakia might
be because of difficulties over the proposals which he
intended to announce there affecting both conventional forces
and shorter range nuclear weapons. Another reason might be
the need for Mr Gorbachev to be directly involved in the
preparations for Mr Shultz's visit to Moscow next week. It
was not to be excluded that some Soviet positions would be
revised in the light of the talks with the Prime Minister.
This could cause some difficulties which Mr. Gorbachev himself
would have to sort out.

I am not able to judge how far Kossov is simply
speculating or has information on any of these points. But
his comments are certainly of some interest.

I am copying this letter to John Howe (Ministry of
Defence) and Trevor Woolley (Cabinet Office).

C D POWELL

A. C. Galsworthy, Esqg., C.M.G.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.
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10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWI1A 2AA

From the Private Secretary 7 April 1987

PRIME MINISTER'S VISIT TO THE SOVIET
UNION: INTERPRETER'S NOTES

I enclose some notes which Richard
Pollock, who interpreted for the Prime
Minister during her visit to the Soviet
Union, has sent me. They serve as
a useful addition to the formal records
and you will wish to let Soviet Department
and Research Department see them as
well as Sir Bryan Cartledge in Moscow.

I do not think they need to go much
more widely than that.

CHARLES POWELL

A. C. Galsworthy Esqg., C.M.G.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.

CONFIDENTIAL




CONFIDENTIAL

MR. POWELL

Prime Minister's Talks in USSR: 28 March/l April 1987

Observations by interpreter
oo Preface

(i) It is assumed that No. 10 will decide distribution. The
typing is therefore deliberately left to No. 10.

(ii) It is assumed that the Private Secretary's record -
where available - will have been read. Additional
comment /observations only here.

Occasions referred to:

(a) Visit to the Bolshoi Ballet

(b) Restricted Talks (Mr Gorbachev)
(c) Formal Dinner (Mr Gobrachev)
(d) Formal Talks (Mr Ryzhkov)

(e) Private Dinner

(f) Leave-taking in Kremlin

Perspective: The impressionistic nature of some of the
following comments is shaped by experience of other
bilateral discussions over a number of years [including
visits by the Foreign Affairs Committee (July 1985) and
Lord Whitelaw's IPU Delegation (May/June 1986), and - in
UK - the December 1984 Gorbachev meeting in Parliament,
and the further visit by a Supreme Soviet Delegation
under Zagladin in February 1987 (talks with FAC)].

22 Visit to Bolshoi Ballet

Conversation in box limited, and "small talk". Uspensky
covering Gorbachev/PM, Pollock covering PM/Mrs Gorbachev.
Hosts had not expected/realised two Acts being merged before
Interval. At Interval, brief chat on merits of
Tchaikovsky/Mozart and formative influence on Gorbachev's
tastes - then to dining-room, assuming "the others will find
us" [but it needed 5+ minutes for that]. Meal talk relaxed the
atmosphere. Mrs Gorbachev recalling visit to UK (inter alia),
and expressed sympathy with Channon family. Cordial
conversation perhaps caused time-factor to be forgotten.
Second half of performance some 30+ minutes after first -
audience had apparently been literally 'in the dark' for

5 minutes. Hosts more relaxed in second half and parting
conversation "Look forward to tomorrow " [both Gorbachev and
PM].

3. Restricted Talks

(a) Gorbachev looking fitter (tanned) than recent photos/TV:
effects of known 'working holiday'?

(b) Gorbachev at start seemed keyed up, sitting back somewhat
tensely, hands clasped across his midriff - notes on table
between him and PM. Note-taker to his right, higher round
table. Uspensky at left-end, Pollock at right-end of long
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seat on which photographs of the two principals had been
taken. Powell on Pollock's right, separately seated. PM
to right of Powell, slightly forward, opposite Gorbachev
on other side of table with elongated lateral flower vase
in middle.

Gorbachev's voice extremely low/quiet for c. first

15 minutes (cf. Ryzhkov's at opening of formal talks in
same room - St. Katharine's Hall - the next morning). "I
was not sure what we should start with ..."

At no time was there a proposed time-allocation or
thematic overview, as a "shaper" of the talking to come.
By ultimate end of the restricted talks (cl845), a number
of subjects (on which the press would be expecting a
report) had not been ventilated in any detail. It was
noticeable how ready Gorbachev was to agree/shape
formulations for the press - often on topics that had been
scarcely broached (not that that evidenced a wish by
Gorbachev to suppress their discussion).

Despite the wide range of emotions - from animated concern
to flippancy - evinced by Gorbachev, he never unleashed
the acrimony of which he had shown himself capable in
December 1984, when answering Norman St. John Stevas
(18.12.84 Grand Committee Room, Palace of Westminster) on
human rights (especially religion).

At cl250, Gorbachev said we have by no means covered
everything - perhaps we need another hour. Not clear from

his words that he meant deferring lunch - could have been
alluding to the envisaged continuation at 4.00 pm, prior
to the proposed plenary c5.15 pm. Translation a little

of f-beam and encouraged the PM's perception that we should
keep going/put off lunch, with Gorbachev's ready
agreement.

Change of location after lunch due to re-setting of
furniture for plenary in St. Katharine's Hall, expected
Ch vl D PN -

Curious that Gorbachev went on for c65 minutes in his
opening post-lunch remarks (including translation). Was
he genuinely unmindful of the time-factor? The lack of
shape/timing in the pre-lunch session suggests he might
have been, and there is some evidence of general
garrulousness by nature. But just possible he was aware
that it was better to be "off the record" in restricted
talks all day, than "on the record" - and witnessed - at a
plenary. As has been commented since, Gorbachev made only
one public statement during the visit - perhaps thereby
laying himself less open to internal criticism.

There may be a merit for the future in having the Soviet
interpreter deliver more frequently. A considerable
amount of mood - hence 'fine tuning' of the meaning - is
in jeopardy, and avoidable demands made on the hearer's
imagination and reactions, where, say 5 minutes of varying
emotion is then interpreted, sometimes more slowly and
without the same register of moods/subtlety of nuance.
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A gentle request at the outset, to this effect, would
serve the purpose - if it was deemed appropriate to do so.
It would not cause offence, and would have the benefits
(a) of reining-in Gorbachev's loquacity, (b) keeping the
PM more in touch with his mood (thus bringing the two
personalities into closer rapport), and (c) requiring the
PM to memorise less before responding and so enabling her
more developed and frequent interventions on specific
points as they arose.

It was noticeable that Ryzhkov, Cherkasia - indeed, most
other interlocuters on the Soviet side - paused more
frequently for interpretation. This facilitates a
productive 'meeting of minds' and perception of
intentions/atmosphere.

There was a perceptible 'blur' in the way Gorbachev
expressed himself on the supposed sequential nature of

(a) an INF agreement being reached, and (b) the withdrawal
of shorter range missiles in GDR and Czechoslovakia. On
two occasions the phrasing was such as could be compatible
with both events happening non-sequentially (ie preparing
the ground for a possible shift in the phased approach
reflected in the 28 February statement). While it is
possible this was loose speaking on Gorbachev's part, as
he has been known to change his position this might have
been a conscious, more flexible formulation. [You recall
he said it will be possible to watch those GDR/Czech
missiles being destroyed.]

At the end of one long post-prandial utterance, Gorbachev
said something (as I reported at our evening de-brief)
which was not translated - and yet to me sounded to be a
cry from the heart:- "Peace will be good for you, it will
be good for me, it will be good for mankind". The use of
the word "me" was unusual and arguably a mark of
frankness. The PM's reply came in promptly, so that it
was inappropriate to interrupt with further R-E
translation: also the logical flow was unaffected by the
point.

4. Formal Dinner

[Since conversation only, and informal, note-taking for
interpreting not effected - hence no detailed record
available.] [Deliberate record-keeping would possibly cause
offence.]

The fact that the speeches preceded the meal had both merit and
demerit - though possibly more merit. They were 'got out of
the way', thus facilitating subsequent informality. However,
their content - as was inevitable since they were prepared well
in advance - was not really a reflection of the mood of the two
principals' conversation, either during the day, or during the
evening (subsequently). Possibly the speeches contained (as
was only natural) elements which would subsequently
preoccupy/affect the hearer [perhaps negatively].
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While the ensuing conversation was coloured, as earlier in the
day, by personal cordiality, it was perhaps more contentious
(perhaps due to points in the speeches) than might have been
anticipated. It did appear that Gorbachev was less relaxed
than usual and concerned to score points. It was also a little
surprising that Mrs Gorbachev, seated on the PM's right
(Gorbachev being on the PM's left), seemed keen - albeit
perhaps in light-hearted vein - to resuscitate the 'arms
control' themes which had had a very thorough ventilation
earlier in the day. Gorbachev at moments 'bridled' more than
he had during the day, and somewhat surprisingly said at the
end of the meal that he was beginning to think it would be
easier to talk to the Americans than to the PM. (This is a
note which Arbatov has been sounding since the PM left USSR -
though probably reflecting, as he does, the 'older', less
constructive/less optimistic 'school'). It is noticeable that
when crossed - or possibly tired - Gorbachev seems to lean to
the views of his more circumspect advisers. [However, he did
warn mysteriously that "something special" would be announced
next day.] This somewhat sour tone on which to allow the meal
to end was surprising. Moreover, the next day, Ryzhkov chose
to continue the 'areas-of-disagreement-on-arms-control' theme
at the opening to what was expected to be a session on matters
economic, etc., not broached the previous day. Have they a
"negative" lobby which they have to keep happy at the moment -
not least when talking 'on the record'?

5 Formal Talks (Ryzhkov)

Ryzhkov had a prepared text in front of him - which possibly
did not include the querulous 'arms control' and 'empire of
evil' themes on which he (rather surprisingly) harped
initially.

Ryzhkov began in the same noticeably quiet voice which
Gorbachev had adopted early in the restricted talks (also in
St. Katharine's Hall) the previous day.

Ryzhkov more deliberate in utterance - choosing his words and
pausing more frequently for interpretation - than Gorbachev. A
much more typical Soviet bureaucrat, dignified in appearance
rather than intellectually distinguished.

Again, no advance announcement of themes or proposed
apportioning of time, so as to optimise discussion.

Usual - though one might have thought inappropriate -
reproaches on non-competitiveness of British goods/tenders.

The 'something special', foreshadowed at the formal dinner by
Gorbachev, was the rather sudden announcement of firm bilateral
trade-turnover targets to 1990 and beyond (plus Soviet
'shopping-list', in English). Then - 'the negative side', as
Ryzhkov put it - came a sizeable list, in Russian, of regretted
(COCOM) embargoes.

This discussion also concluded somewhat abruptly, precluding
the p;omised/reguested exegesis on 'perestroika', etc, prior to

the signing of documents in the Vladimir Hall.
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The overall atmosphere of this meeting was more stable in its
cordiality, though more superficial (perforce) in its
discussion, than the previous day's discussions.

The signing ceremony was to further stabilise the
cordiality/up-beat tone of the overall proceedings.

6. Private Dinner

Gorbachev and Mrs Gorbachev showed guests various rooms in a
building rich in historical associations (more recently, with
Litvinov, Churchill, Stalin, Eden, Molotov). Discussion (only)
of the merits of dancing - prior to the meal.

Once in dining-room Gorbachev pointed out picture on wall,
whose narrow bright central strip of sunshine in an otherwise
'grey' landscape he adjudged symbolic and characteristic of the
previous day's frank talks. (Mrs Gorbachev had to get up from
the table to see, owning to short-sightedness.)

Gorbachev again dominating the conversation - surprising that
he scarcely ever invites even his principal guest's views. But
reasonable (in quantity) and cordial (in quality) participation
proved possible.

Ryzhkov quite forthcoming with comments - though not especially
informative - on public health, education, cultural features of
Soviet society, and on economic planning within the process of
'perestroika’.

Mrs Gorbachev in very chirpy form, though unaware of the
problems posed by conversing through an ongoing interpretation!
It is noticeable that in every situation - here and elsewhere -
she addressed her husband by the comparatively formal 'Mikhail
Sergeyevich' (i.e.first name and patronymic) mode of address.
This would serve to enhance both his public 'gravitas' and her
own.

The fireside chat was at several separate tables, with the
Soviet interpreter being allocated to the Gorbachevs and the
Prime Minister.

Parting greetings were very natural and noticeably more cordial
than after the Formal Dinner the previous evening.

7 Leave-taking in Kremlin

Very significant for Mrs Gorbachev's presence - and no-one
else's - with Gorbachev. Suggestive not only of their sincere
personal commitment to the relationship (and Gorbachev's
valuation of it) with the PM - but possibly too of Gorbachev's
increasing confidence in his own position. [It will be
interesting to see whether the 'video-of-Mrs-Gorbachev' concern
mentioned susbequently in our press causes her to be given a
less visible profile - few ways of monitoring, except on
satellite TV.]
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Gorbachev spoke of his sadness at saying goodbye and of the
Soviet Union's readiness to cooperate with UK. PM said we are
not only ready, but happy, to cooperate.

No doubt whatever of the strength of friendship and respect
those few minutes/words/facial expressions attested towards the
PM and the United Kingdom - and the intention to do all
possible to build thereon.

A final observation:

The Gorbachev we saw during this visit had not lost any of the
assurance or intellectual verve most recently evidenced to UK
eyes during Lord Whitelaw's talks in the Kremlin, 26-27 May
1986. There were more signs that he recognised something could
yet go wrong with his plans and hopes. In the restricted talks
he indicated that perestroika would take 5-7 years (not
defining exactly what he envisaged as achievement required,
however). At the Bolshoi supper he indicated that perestroika
though not easy of attainment was more feasible than the
elimination of Russians' love of (ie excessive) drink - indeed
he deemed that impossible. On arms control his line seems to
devise what he believes are 'fair' proposals, try them out (on
his interlocuter), but - if rebuffed - not to sulk, but to be
willing to think again and possibly modify the proposal.
Witness 28 February. He can change his mind, and needs to be
allowed to do so - one may suggest - without loss of face.

ReP.

6 April 1987

VSCAFD
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10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWI1A 2AA

THE PRIME MINISTER

AP

I /AT

Teu |5

7(' o Q( , " ~en aCILA( -

Thank you for your message of good wishes and sound

advice in advance of my recent visit to Moscow.

In the event I was not able to have any detailed
discussion of Middle Eastern developments with Mr. Gorbachev,
as I had hoped to do, although we did agree on the importance

of finding peaceful solutions to regional conflicts.

However, Sir Geoffrey Howe did have a long talk with
Mr. Shevardnadze. He found him quite realistic in assessing
the way forward. He accepted that more work was needed
before even a preparatory conference could be convened
although he had no firm ideas on how this work should be
approached. He emphasised however that this preparatory work

must get under way.

I share your hope that contacts between the Soviet Union
and Israel will help to narrow the gap between the parties
and to clear the path towards an international conference.
The Soviet leaders made it clear to us that they expected
preparatory work for a conference to include Israel and that
in the course of it bilateral contacts between the Soviet
Union and Israel could take place. I am encouraged by the
subsequent reports of Soviet movement on the questions of

consular exchanges with Israel and of Jewish emigration.




In your message you stressed the importance of the
Jordanian/Palestinian agreement of February 1985 and drew

attention to the unfortunate consequences if the PLO were to

abrogate it. I entirely agree that such a step by the PLO

would make it even more difficult to draw them back in to the
peace process. Sir Geoffrey Howe argued in Moscow that it
was essential to see that the search for PLO unity did not

break the fragile bridge between the PLO and King Hussein.

I know that you are concerned, as we are, about the
situation in Beirut. We have just announced additional
humanitarian aid of £550,000 to the ICRC and UNRWA to support
their relief work in Lebanon. We are continuing to do what
we can to encourage those concerned to allow access to the
Palestinian camps, and suggested to the Soviet leaders that

they should use their influence with Syria to the same end.

His Excellency Mohamed Hosni Mubarak




10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWIA 2AA

From the Private Secretary 6 April 1987

I enclose a message from the Prime
Minister to the Prime Minister of Thailand
about her recent visit to Moscow. I should
be grateful if the text could be telegraphed
to Bangkok for delivery.

(C. D. POWELL)

Robert Culshaw, Esqg.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.
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10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWIA 2AA

THE PRIME MINISTER 6 April 1987

- T (;1ﬂ£;
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When we met in London last month, I promised to raise

the problem of Cambodia during my visit to Moscow.

I did indeed make clear to Mr Gorbachev our deep concern
about Soviet support for the Vietnamese occupation of
Cambodia. Sir Geoffrey Howe also discussed the matter at
greater length with Mr Shevardnadze, and will be happy to
give you and your colleagues a personal account when he comes

to Bangkok later this month.

We both pointed out to the Russians that their support

r Vietnam only reinforced international apprehensions about

o
oviet policies worldwide. The Russians said that they were

reluctant to exert any pressure on the Vietnamese to withdraw
decause such pressure would be ineffective. They argued that
a solution to the Cambodian problem could not be achieved
overnight, that responsibility for a solution ultimately
rested with the countries in the region and that the progress
of achieving a national consensus in Cambodia would have to
start before Vietnamese troops left and continue after they
had gone. The Russians claimed to have gained the impression
that some outlines of a peaceful settlement acceptable to

ASEAN and the countries of Indo-China were emerging.




I fear that the Soviet attitude was entirely
predictable. There was no movement, but at least they were
prepared to discuss the subject. We can only keep up the
pressure on them and on the Vietnamese to take the steps

necessary for a solution.

I should be happy for you to share this information with
your ASEAN colleagues but I should be grateful if, beyond

that, you could treat it in strict confidence.

His Excellency General Prem Tinsulanonda




10 DOWNING STREET

LONDON SWI1A 2AA

From the Private Secretary 6 April 1987

PRIME MINISTER'S VISIT TO THE SOVIET UNION

Thank you for your very useful notes which, fortunately,
coincide very well with my record and add to it in many useful
ways. I will show them to the Prime Minister once they are
typed.

I have also passed to her your kind letter for which I
know she will be grateful. She has already written to you but
I think to your Bradford address so it may not reach you for
some time.

May I add a personal word of thanks for your absolutely
splendid contribution to the success of the visit. It made
all the difference to have someone who could do the interpreting
in a way which conveyed not only the meaning but the feeling
and the mood so brilliantly. It was a virtuoso performance
- as well as making you an instant T.V. star.

I was interested to hear about the possibility of a Personal
Chair at Bradford. Do let me know privately if you think we
can help in any particular way.

Oon reflection I am enclosing a copy of the Prime Minister's
letter in case the other one does not reach you for a while.

C D POWELL

Richard Pollock, Esq.
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10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWIA 2AA

From the Private Secretary 6 April 1987

Dsr \awy

FOLLOW-UP TO THE PRIME MINISTER'S
VISIT TO MOSCOW

This was discussed briefly between the
Prime Minister and the Foreign Secretary
this evening. The Foreign Secretary said
that he would be letting the Prime Minister

have a full note on the subject.

bvw\ B
Gy o

C D POWELL ,—.

A. C. Galsworthy, Esg., C.M.G.
Foreign and Commonwealth Office




10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWIA 2AA

From the Private Secretary 6 April 1987

PRIME MINISTER'S VISIT TO THE SOVIET UNION:
MESSAGE TO PRESIDENT MUBARAK

I enclose a signed version of the Prime
Minister's message to President Mubarak
about her visit to the Soviet Union.

I am afraid that it issued too late for
the best wishes for today's elections

to be included. I should be grateful

if the text could be telegraphed to Cairo
for delivery today.

(C. D. POWELL)

Robert Culshaw, Esq.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.




10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWIA 2AA

THE PRIME MINISTER
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Thank you for your message of good wishes and sound

advice in advance of my recent visit to Moscow.

In the event I was not able to have any detailed
discussion of Middle Eastern developments with Mr. Gorbachev,
as I had hoped to do, although we did agree on the importance

of finding peace solutions to regional conflicts.

However, Sir Geoffrey Howe did have a long talk with
Mr. Shevardnadze. He found him quite realistic in assessing
the way forward. He accepted that more work was needed
before even a preparatory conferenée could be convened

although he had no firm ideas on how this work should be

approached. He emphasised however that this preparatory work

must get under way.

I share your hope that contacts between the Soviet Uion
and Israel will help to narrow the gap between the parties
and to clear the path towards an international conference.
The Soviet leaders made it clear to us that they expected
preparatory work for a conference to include Israel and that
in the course of it bilateral contacts between the Soviet
Union and Israel could take place. I am encouraged by the
subsequent reports of Soviet movement on the questions of

consular exchanges with Israel and of Jewish emigration.




In your message you stressed the importance of the
Jordanian/Palestinian agreement of February 1985 and drew
attention to the unfortunate consequences if the PLO were to
abrogate it. I entirely agree that such a step by the PLO
would make it even more difficult to draw them back in to the
peace process. Sir Geoffrey Howe argued in Moscow that it
was essential to see that the search for PLO unity did not

break the fragile bridge between the PLO and King Hussein.

I know that you are concerned, as we are, about the
situation in Beirut. We have just announced additional
humanitarian aid of £550,000 to the ICRC and UNRWA to support
their relief work in Lebanon. We are continuing to do what
we can to encourage those concerned to allow access to the
Palestinian camps, and suggested to the Soviet leaders that

they should use their influence with Syria to the same end.

May I take this opportunity to send you my very best
wishes for a successful outcome to the election to the
People's Assembly on 6 April. Your efforts to foster
democracy in Egypt will, I am sure, contribute immensely to
meeting the political and economic challenges' which your

Government will face in the coming months.

k/

/(_J U g \_f\‘(,(/‘-é»(/'\

5

/ Q«j ol /1\ alates

His Excellency Mohamed Hosni Mubarak




Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH
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/3 April 1987
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I have been asked to forward to you the attached telex
which was sent to our Soviet Department by Keston College.

The telex contains a message to the Prime Minister from
The Christian-Ecumenists' Group in Moscow.

/IQ(%?W}@

Assistant Private Secretary

P A Bearpark Esq
PS/10 Downing Street
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ATTN HELEN RAWLINS, SOVIET UNION HUMAN RIGHTS DESK
KESTON COLLEG APRIL 1987

VIMOSCOW CHRISTIANS APPEAL TO MARGARET THATCHER?!

AN UNOFF ICIAL CHRISTIAN ECUMENJCAL GROUP [N THE SOVIET UNION HAS
APPEALED TO MARGARET THATCHER TO I\Tupv_Di WiTH THE SOVIET
ALTH”RITI:J ON BEHALF OF TWOC CATHOLIC PRISONERS OF CONSCIENCE. HAVING
NGO MEANS OF APPRCACHING MRS THATCHER PERSONALLY, THEY HAVE DICTATED
THEIR APPEAL OVER THE TELEPHONE TO A FRIEND IN THE WES

t1TO MRS MARGARET THATCHER, PRIME MINISTER OF GREAT BRITAIN,

ON & FEBRUARY 1984, CHRISTIAN ECUMENIST ALEXANDER RIGA WAS ARRESTED
IN HIS MOSCOW FLAT. HE WAS CHARGED UNDER THE FOLLOWING ARTICLES OF
THE CRIMINAL CODE OF THE RSFSR; 190~-3 (:RGNM]LAT[QN OF, OR ACTIVE
PARTICIPATION [N, GROUP ACTION WHICH DISRUPTS PUBLIC ORDER) 227
( INFRINGEMENT OF THL PERSON AND RIGHTS OF CITIZENS UNDER THE GUISE OF
PERFORMING RELIGIOUS RITUALS ) AND ANT I=SOVIET P"*‘H q NDA, AFTER THREE
PSYCHIATRIC EXAMINATIONS RIGA WAS D]JAGNOSED AS SUF RING FROM
VISLUGGISHYY ('VWYALOTEKUSHCHAYA' ) OR LATENT SCHIZ uPun =NIA, A
DIAGNCS IS WHICH WAS SIGNED BY THE CHIEF DOCTOR OF THE Krhv'QVKU
PSYCHIATRIC HOSPITAL, MORKGVKIN,
UNTIL NOVEMSER 1985 RIGA WAS HELD IN THE BUTYRSKAYA PRISON [N MGSCOW
AND THEN, IN ACCORDANCE WITH THF VERDICT Pud_io 3Y THE COURT,
FORCIBLY INCARCERATED IN THE BLAGOVESHCHENSK SPECIAL PSYCHIATRIC
HOSPITAL, WHERE HE HAS REMAINED FROM VHNL\RY 19856 UNTIL MARCH 1987,
ALL THIS TIME, ilSA'b LIFE AND HEALTH HAS BEEN UNDER VERY REAL
THREAT, FOR HE SUFFERS FROM CONGENITAL HEART DISEASE, AND THE DRUGS
JEING FORCED ON HIM HAVE ALREADY BROUGHT HIM CLOSE TO DEATH ON
JLVLFHL OCCAS |ONS,
HE HAS JUST BEEN TRANSFERRED TO THE REPUBL ICAN PSYCHIATRIC HOSPITAL
IN TﬁE LATVIAN CAP|TAL, RIGA, FOR FURTHER ENFORCED PSYCHIATRIC
TREATMENT .
ALEX Nu_ RIGA'S FRIENDS AND FELLOW-BELIEVERS APPEAL TO YOU TG
INTERCEDE FOR HIS IMMEDIATE RELEASE,
ALcAA\DER RiGA WAS NOT THE ONLY MEMBER OF THE ﬂR]ﬁllhm‘valu\lJTJ'
GROUP TO SUFFER REPRESSICN, ON 19 SEPTEMBER 1983, S0F 1A BELYAK WAS
ARRESTED IN THE TOWN OF ZHITOMIR ON CHARGES OF BEING AEM“iR QF THE
GROUP, AND OF TAKING PART IN PRODUCTICN OF THE GROUP'S SAMIZDAT
JOURNAL ''PRIZYVI' (THE :ALLINQ). SHE WAS TRIED UNDER ARTICLES 190-3
AND 227 (SEE ABOVE) AND SENTENCED TO FIVE YEARS' DEPRIVATION OF
LIBERTY TO BE FOLLOWED BY FIVE YEARS' INTERNAL EXILE, TO THIS DAY SHE
1S DOING FORCED LABOUR ON AGRICULTURAL SITES AT DNEPRODZERZHINSK IN
THE DNEPROPETROVSK REGION,
5 OmkEAR OLD CATHOLIC PRIEST FR I0SIF SWIDNICK] IS ALSO IMPRISONED FOR
H i H;TIVt MISS |ONARY WORK AND CONNECTION WITH THE
CHRISTIAN=-ECUMENISTS' GROUP, HE WAS TRIED IN 1985 ON CHARGES OF
ANT1-SOVIET SLANDER (ART. 190-1 OF THE CRIMINAL CODE OF THE RSFSR)
AND SENTENCED TO THREE YEARS' DEPRIVATION OF LIBERTY,
KT 1S CUR SINCERE HOPE THAT YOU MAY BE ABLE TO DO SOMETHING TO HELP
THESE PEOPLE.
IV THE NAME OF CUR LORD JESUS CHRIST WE APPEAL FOR YOUR INTERCESS|ON
N 3EHALF OF PERSECUTED CHRISTIANS,

THE CHRISTIAN=-ECUMEN] STS! GROUP
. MOSCOW, 30 MARCH 1987.'"!
THE FOLLOWING 1S ADDED TO THIS APPEAL;j

1 IWE WISH TO ADD OUR SUPPORT TO THE APPEAL OF THE CHRISTIAN
ECUMENICAL GRCUP;

SERGE|] GRIGORYANTS, RUSS]AN ORTHODOX CHRISTIAN

ALEXANDER OGORODNIKQOV, RUSSIAN ORTHODOX CHRISTIAN

ITKHATL KOPOT, PENTECOSTAL CHRISTIAN

PYOTR GR IGALUH] PENTECOSTAL CHRIST IAN

L. POLUNINA, PLNTLJQ;TAL ;leQTIA\

V. CHERTOVSKOY, PENTECOSTAL CHRISTIA

NOTE TO EDITORS; GRIGORYANTS, OGORODNIKOV AND CHERTOVSKOY ARE AMONG
THE RECENTLY RELEASED POLITICAL PRISONERS [N THE USSR

FURTHER RELEASES IN USSR;:

IN ADDITION TO THE NEWLY REPORTED RELEASES OF LITHUANJAN CATHOLIC
PRIEST FR SIGITAS TAMKEVICIUS, ORTHODOX CHRISTIAN MIKHAIL BOMEIN,
UNREGISTERED BAPTIST VLADIMIR KHAILO (RELEASED FROM PSYCHIATRIC

HOUSP ITAL ) AND FELLOW UNREGISTERED BAPTIST ANDRE] WO F, INCLUDED I[N
KESTON COLLEGE'S LIST OF YESTERDAY (31 MARCH), THE FOLLOWING RELEASES
OF UNREGISTERED BAPTISTS ARE TO BE ADDED;

ULYANA GERMANYUK, WHO |5 DANGEROUSLY ILL
YEGOR WOLF, TRI_D WITH HIS BROTHER ANDRE]

| VAN STEFFEN, TRIED WITH THE WOLF BROTHERS
PAVEL ilmvHL\&v

NEWS HAS ALSO REACHED KESTON COLLEGE OF THE TRANSFER OF RUSS]AN
ORTHODOX CHRISTIAN LEONID BORODIN FROM CAMP IN PERM TO MOSCOW'S
LEFORTOVO PRISON [N MARCH, HIS FRIENDS ARE HOPING THIS IS A SIGN
THAT HE WILL BE RELEASED,

+

297711 PRDRME G
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PRIME MINISTER

VISIT TO THE SOVIET UNION: MESSAGE TO PRESIDENT MUBARAK

President Mubarak sent you a message shortly before your
visit to the Soviet Union setting out the main current issues
in the Middle East and asking you to do what you could to

persuade the Soviet Union to be positive.

In the event, you were not able to have any detailed discussion

with Mr. Gorbachev about the Middle East although the Foreign
Secretary had quite a full talk with Mr. Shevardnadze.

I think it would nontheless be appropriate for you to reply
to President Mubarak's message. I attach a draft. Agree

to sign?

CHARLES POWELL

3 April 1987




CONFIDENTIAL

Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH

3 April 1987

Arab/Israel: Message from President Mubarak

In my letter of 27 March, I undertook to provide a draft
reply from the Prime Minister, after the Moscow visit, to the
"oral message" addressed to her by President Mubarak of Egypt
(Dr al-Baz's original text now enclosed).

I now enclose a draft message in the form of a telegram
for transmission to Cairo if the Prime Minister is content.
The draft mentions Egypt's Assembly elections on 6 April,
and should therefore be sent before or during the weekend.

(D n - o

Qe

(R N Culshaw)
Private Secretary

C D Powell Esqg
10 Downing Street

CONFIDENTIAL
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however that this preparatory work must get under way.

I share your hope that tt¥e contacts between the Soviet Union and

Israel will help to narrow the gap between the parties and to

clear the path towards an international conference. The Soviet
Leaders made it clear to us that they expected preparatory work

[ for a conference to include Israel and that in the course of it

place. I am encouraged by the subsequent reports of Soviet move-
ment on the questions of consular exchanges with Israel and of

| Jewish emigration.

In your message you stressed the importance of the Jordanian/

| Palestinian agreement of February 1985 and drew attention to the

' unfortunate consequences if the PLO were to abrogate it. I

| entirely agree that such a step by the PLO w0uLd make 1t2more

bock e Th2r Ko

| Moscow that it was essential to see that the search for PLO unity

did not break the fragile bridge between the PLO and King Hussein.

I welcome your dialogue~With khe uUs Administration on an inter-
ln Waskimbry- next wial

?rey Howe will be giving Geéorge %huttz

WA Wuinag o | A

Frext—week an account of our talks in Moscow:ard w1LLLencourage h*m

Y I
LP Look actively for ways to take matters forward. [

I know that you are concerned, as we are, about the situation in
Beirut. We have just announced additional humanitarian aid of
pounds 550,000 to the ICRC and UNRWA to support their relief work |
| in Lebanon. We are continuing to do &hazhxf can to encourage
those concerned to allow access to thgzzamps, and suggested to the

lSoviet leaders that they should use their influence with Syria to

' the same end.
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May I take this opportunity to send you my very best wishes for a
successful outcome to the election to the People's Assembly on 6
April. Your efforts to foster democracy in Egypt will, I am sure,
contribute immensely to meeting the political and economic
challenges which your Government will face in the coming months.
ENDS

HOWE
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DEPARTMENT OF TRADE AND INDUSTRY
1-19 VICTORIA STREET

LONDON SWIH OET
Telephone (Direct dialling) 01-215) 5422
GTN 219)
itchi <215 7877
Secretary of State for Trade and Industry (Switchboard) 01-215 78

CONFIDENTIAL

S April 1987

The Rt Hon John MacGregor OBE MP
Chief Secretary to the Treasury
HM Treasury %
Parliament Street <L\
LONDON S— L\
SW1P 3AG 3

Jo

DTI/ECGD SUPPORT FOR JOHN BROWN CONTRACT ¢ USSR

This is to confirm our agreement on DTI/ECGD support to John Brown
for the polypropylene contract they are negoctiating in the USSR in
the light of telegrams from Moscow urging further HMG help. 1In
view of the Prime Minister's on the spot assessment we agreed that
the concessions requested in Moscow telegram 065 might be made
exceptionally to help John Brown reduce their contract price in
order to take this opportunity of securing an important contract in
the USSR. I am pleased to report that we have heard that they
have indeed won this contract.

We also agreed that it would be important to ring-fence these
concessions as much as possible and I set out my decisions below.
However, I also consider that it is important that, with our eye to
future trade possibilities, we should encourage the Soviet side to
consider UK credits financed in currencies other than Sterling. I
am pleased therefore that the Russians have opted for US dollar
financing, which should also reduce our future subsidy bill.

Following our conversation the following, concessions were offered
to John Brown subject to the conditions described.

(a) DTI technology development grant

The Department has offered support of up to $1 million under the
Science and Technology Act as a contribution towards John Brown's

JF4ATA
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costs on 13 possible areas of research and technology development
associated with this project. This offer is subject to the
company satisfying the Department that the proposed eligible costs
required to generate support of $1 million comply with the
innovation criteria and that this support is deducted from the
company's price.

(b) Reduction in ECGD buyer credit premium

It was agreed to offer John Brown the same (30 per cent) reduction
in ECGD risk premium for a US dollar financing operation as had
been offered for an ECU deal and on the same conditions. i.e:

(i) the contract has to be signed within 3 months;

(ii) the exporter has to make a price cut of at least double
the amount of ECGD premium reduction; and

(iii) he has to agree that our accountants may inspect his
books to ensure against excess profits and to treat
this concession as confidential.

Our preliminary estimates of the cost of interest makeup for a

US dollar deal suggests that the saving would be of the same order
or slightly more than for ECUs. We will let your officials have
the final calculations here. The total amount of the premium
reduction is estimated at $1.2m and we envisage that this
concession would also be extended to the three other firms
(Courtauld, Davy and Simon Carves) to whom the ECU concession was
offered on the above terms, but only if it is requested by the
companies concerned.

(c) Concessions on ECGD Tender to Contract (TTC) Scheme

We agreed that we would allow concessions here to the amount
requested by John Brown (i.e $1,114,000) but in order to ring-fence
them more effectively I agreed that this should be done by means of
a special reduction in the TTC premium rather than in the form
requested by John Brown which would set a precedent less easy to
defend. 1In particular I consider that it would be unwise to agree
to waive the normal 1 per cent first loss requirement which is an
essential feature of the TTC Scheme. However we could agree to
accept for TTC purposes that the signature of a document falling
short of a final contract, but nevertheless representing an
irrevocable commitment binding us on both sides, would suffice to
enable them to sell dollars forward and thus curtail their exchange
fluctuation risk. Thus the horizon of risk is shorter than usual,
and as the award of the contract was made during the Prime
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Minister's visit the risks of the Soviet buyer reneging on the deal
subsequently have also been reduced. 1In my view these special
factors justified the premium concession that we have offered and
this combination of circumstances is less likely to occur in
future. There is only one other case where this question may
arise. We have just learned that Davy will be putting in their
final bid for the £400m polyester fibre plant on Monday and it is
probable that they will seek a similar concession for Deutsche mark
or Dollar finance. As a contract awarded next week would also be
attributed to the Prime Minister's visit, I consider that we would
have to concede this if requested by Davy.

There is one matter which has still to be settled: this concerns
the accounting treatment which will be applied to the reduction in
ECGD Buyer Credit premium if the business is won. I hope that this
question can be settled at official level, my own views are set out
in the letter my Private Office sent to your's yesterday. I would
be most disturbed at the precedent if the ECGD Trading Account were
to be penalized by our decisions. I will of course discuss again
with you if necessary.

I am copying this letter to members of E(A), Alan Clark and Sir
Robert Armstrong.

PAUL CHANNON

JF4ATA
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3 April 1987.

Prime Minister's visit to the USSR

I am writing as promised to enclose my observations - inevitably of
a miscellaneous nature - additional to your own record of the Prime Minister's

visit to the Soviet Union. Perhaps you could kindly confirm their safe receipt.

In the interests of both promptness and confidentiality, I leave the
typing and distribution to your decision. I hope the notes are of some use. I
have a feeling that Gorbachev's "blur" on the sequential nature of LRINF and
withdrawal of missiles from the GDR and Czechoslovakia could betoken a shift —
already made or imminent - in his thinking since his publicised 'Statement! of

28 February 1987. See p.3, section (k), of my notes.

It was a great delight and privilege to accompany the Prime Minister.
I enclose a personal note of thanks and congratulations, which I should be grateful

if you would pass to her, please.

You may be interested to know I am being considered for the award of
a Personal Chair at my University (this was entirely unrelated to my then imminent
work for the Prime Minister - of which scarcely anyone, not even my children, was
told in advance). I was invited (encouraging!) to make a submission in March, and
so am about to do so. I am hoping it will go well, and that my work for the Prime
Minister - which I hope met with her approval - will be a positive influence on

the arbiters! decision.

I am deeply grateful for your kindness on the trip. You deserve congratulations

on your major part in its success. A’M. W.‘-‘-‘u_e, M W
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PRUME MINUSTER'S VAHISIT TO SOVHET UNION: SOVIET PRESS COVERAGE
SUMMARY

1., EXTENSHVE FACTUAL COVERAGE CONT'BNUED sk #ZVESTA OF 1 APRJL
AND PRAVDA OF 2 APRIL. MAN FEATURES WERE FRONT PAGE PHOTOGRAPHS
OF FAREWELL CEREMONY.

DETAM

2. THE FRONT PAGE OF iZVESTHA ON 1 APRIL AND PRAVDA OF 2 APRiYL
CONTAWNED FULL BUT FACTUAL ACCOUNTS OF THE FAREWELL CEREMONY.
PRAVDA GAVE DETAHLS OF THE TBiL#:SW PROGRAMME, WiZVEST!HYA REPORTED
THE TALKS WHTH RYZHKOV AT SOME LENGTH,

3. REFERRUNG TO THE RESTRICTED DINNER, AZVESTHA'S FRONT PAGE
ALSO MENTHONED SEPARATELY THAT GORBACHEY AND RYZHKOV ACCOMPANYMED
BY THEdR WHRVES HAD MET ''MARGARET THATCHER'' N tNFORMAL
SURROUND:INGS,

4, HZVEST-RA ALSO CONTAANED DETAMLS OF THE OPENING OF THE
BReliT+i:SH/SOVIHET CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND Vi'SHT TO THE «(MISTHTUTE
OF CRYSTALOGRAPHY, T ALSC PUBLH:SHED THE TEXTS OF THE MOU ON
CULTURE “sNFORMATHON AND EDUCATHON AND THE AGREEMENT ON SPACE
COOPERAT:1ON,

5. PRAVDA'S LONDON CORRESPONDENT MASLENN:IKOV HAD.A SMALL P1£CE
REPORTANG THE POSUTAVE REACTAON TC THE ViliSHT FROM THE BRWTISH PRESS.




6. THIS WEEK'S MOSCOW NEWS ALSO HAS A REPORT OF THE VST WRATTEN
BEFORE THE SUBSTANTIWE TALKS. dT ‘MNCLUDES A WARMER PHOTOGRAPH OF
THE PRIME MINBSTER WiTH GORBACHEY BEFORE THE TALKS AND THE ONLY
PHOTOGRAPH WE HAVE YET SEEN siN THE SOVIET PRESS OF THE PRME
MINPSTER LsGHTANG A CANDLE s« ZAGORSK,

7. ON PAST FORM WE DC NOT EXPECT SOVMET PRESS COMMENT ON THE
VIESET UNTHL THE WEEKEND,
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Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH

3 April 1987

Proposed Message to the Thai Prime Minister on Cambodia

When General Prem, the Thai Prime Minister, called
on the Prime Minister on 12 March he stressed the importance
of concentrating international attention on the
Cambodian problem and the need to work for a solution.
The Prime Minister indicated that she would raise
Cambodia with Mr Gorbachev when she visited Moscow.
General Prem was clearly pleased with this undertaking.

The Prime Minister did raise Cambodia with
Mr Gorbachev and the Foreign Secretary also discussed
Cambodia at length with Mr Shevardnadze. It would help
our relations with the Thais if the Prime Minister were
now to send a short personal message to General Prem to
confirm that she had fulfilled her undertaking to him.

I enclose a draft, the last sentence of which is
intended to discourage the Thais from revealing
publicly the details of what the Soviet leaders said
to the Prime Minister and the Foreign Secretary.

(R N Culshaw)
Private Secretary

C D Powell Esq
PS/10 Downing Street
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BUILDING: ROOM NO:

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION

Top Secret
Secret
Confidential
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Unclassified
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TO: HE General Prem Tinsulanonda Copies to:
Prime Minister of the Kingdom
of Thailand

SUBJECT: -
( | . RA% é:&',-}\

When we met in London last month, I s&td—that

Yo

*-woudd raise the problem of Cambodia during

my visit to Moscow. 7

I did indeed make clear to Mr Gorbaché; our

deep concern about Soviet support f6r the Vietnamese
C—» ‘«’

oy
occupation of Cambodia. Geoffrey Howe also
M}N Y ol :
discussed -Cambodia, at greater /length g with
G- /
Mr Shevardnadze ) Sir—G@eoffrey will be happy

to give you and your colleagues a personal account
when he comes to Bangkok /Jlater this month.

4yWeEﬁﬁ;

Eointed out to tpe Russians that their support
S
for Vietnam served. reinforce&international

apprehensions about Soviet policies worldwide.

s’

The Russians said that they were reluctant to
exert any pressgure on the Vietnamese to withdraw
because suchfpressure would be ineffective.

They argueq;that a solution to the Cambodian
problem 96ﬁld not be achieved overnight, that
respongilbility for a solution ultimately rested
wigp'the countries in the region and that the

progress of achieving a national consensus in

/Cambodia




Cambodia would have to start before Vietnamese
troops left and continue after they hdd gone.

The Russians claimed to have gained/the impression
that some outlines of a peaceful gettlement
acceptable to ASEAN and the countries of
Indo-China were emerging.

(Sn—

—_—

I thimk—you—will—agree- that the Soviet attitude
was entirely predictable.f There was no movement,

but at least they were prepared to dlscuss the

. AR '
subject. ~F—am—sure that It Is rightJto keep up

the pressure on them and on the Vietnamese to
Lo £ QA ’”) 'l
take ¢enerete steps towardﬁ a solution.

I should be happy/for you to share this informatio

with your ASEAN colleagues but I should be gratefu
SAn

if, beyond that/, you could treat it iﬁ:éonfidence.

!




PRIME MINISTER

VISIT TO THE SOVIET UNION: MESSAGE TO PRESIDENT MUBARAK

President Mubarak sent you a message shortly before your

. » vﬁ . .
visit to the Soviet Union setting out the main current issues

in the Middle East and asking you to do what you could to

persuade the Soviet Union to be positive.

In the event, you were not able to have any detailed discussion
with Mr. Gorbachev about the Middle East although the Foreign
Secretary had quite a full talk with Mr. Shevardnadze.

e

I think it would nontheless be appropriate for you to reply
to President Mubarak's message. I attach a draft. Agree

to sign?

CHARLES POWELL

3 April 1987
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AND TO FLASH PARIS, BRUSSELS, THE HAGUE ROME

INFO DESKBY 0314302 WASHINGTON, MOSCOW, UKDEL NATO

PRIME MINISTER'S VISIT TO MOSCOW : MESSAGES TO EUROPEAN HEADS OF
GOVERNMENT.

T PLEASE PASS THE FOLLOWING MESSAGE FROM THE PRIME MINISTER TO
KOHL, MITTERRAND, MARTENS, LUBBERS AND CRAXI AS SOON AS.POSSIBLE
TODAY. NO (REPEAT NO) SIGNED ORIGINALS WILL FOLLOW.

2. WITH THE EXCEPTION OF THE MESSAGES TO KOHL AND MITTERRAND,
WHICH SHOULD BE HEADED QUOTE DEAR HELMUT UNQUOTE AND QUOTE DEAR
PRESIDENT MITTERRAND UNQUOTE, THE MESSAGES SHOULD BE HEADED QUOTE
DEAR PRIME MINISTER UNQUOTE. THE ENDING SHOULD BE QUOTE WITH
BEST WISHES, YOURS SINCERELY, MARGARET THATCHER UNQUOTE, WITH THE
EXCEPTION OF THE MESSAGE TO KOHL, ON WHICH THE PRIME

MINISTER'S SURNAME SHOULD BE OMITTED.

BEGINS. I WANTED TO LET YOU HAVE STRAIGHT AWAY MY IMPRESSIONS

T
CONFIDENTIAL




CONFIDENTIAL
46217 - 1

FROM MY VISIT TO MOSCOW. SIR GEOFFREY HOWE WILL BE ABLE TO GIVE
HIS EUROPEAN COMMUNITY COLLEAGUES A MORE DETAILED ACCOUNT THIS
WEEKEND AT CORSENDONK. OUR PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE AT NATO
BRIEFED HIS COLLEAGUES YESTERDAY. .

(FOR MITTERRAND AND KOHL ONLY : IT WAS IMMENSELY USEFUL TO HAVE
DISCUSSED THE VISIT WITH YOU A FEW DAYS BEFOREHAND. I WAS ABLE
TO SPEAK TO GORBACHEV IN THE KNOWLEDGE THAT MY MESSAGE REFLECTED
THE VERY LARGE MEASURE OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN US ON EAST/WEST
RELATIONS AND ARMS CONTROL.)

(FOR MARTENS, LUBBERS AND CRAXI ONLY: IT WAS VERY IMPORTANT TO BE
ABLE TO SPEAK TO GORBACHEV IN THE KNOWLEDGE THAT MY MESSAGE
REFLECTED THE BROAD CONSENSUS AMO&G THE WEST EUROPEAN COUNTRIES
ON EAST/WEST RELATIONS AND ARMS CONTROL.)

(FOR ALL:) MY VERY EXTENSIVE TALKS WITH GORBACHEV EXTENDING OVER
SOME TWELVE HOURS COVERED THE PROSPECTS FOR AGREEMENTS ON
REDUCTTIONS IN NUCLEAR AND CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS AND A BAN ON
CHEMICAL WEAPONS THE FUNDAMENTAL DIFFERENCES BETWEEN OQUR TWO
POLITICAL SYSTEMS AND THEIR WIDE CONSEQUENCES: GORBACHEV'S
PROGRAMME OF RESTRUCTURING OF SOVIET SOCIETY AND THE SOVIET
ECONOMY: REGIONAL PROBLEMS: AND HUMAN RIGHTS. THEY WERE VERY
FRANK. I THINK THAT WILL HAVE DONE GOOD.

I WANTED TO MAKE MY OWN ASSESSMENT OF HOW SERIOUS GORBACHEV IS
ABOUT INTERNAL POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC RESTRUCTURING. ON THE
CLEAR EVIDENCE OF OUR TALKS, 'HE IS SERIOUS AND DETERMINED TO
PRESS AHEAD WITH HIS PLANS. AND I HAVE NO DOUBT THAT IT IS IN
OUR INTERESTS THAT HE SHOULD SUCCEED, WHICH WILL HELP TO MAKE
POSSIBLE A MORE OPEN AND STABLE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN EAST AND
WEST.

ON ARMS CONTROL, WE AGREED THAT PRIORITY SHOULD BE GIVEN TO AN
AGREEMENT ON INTERMEDIATE RANGE NUCLEAR WEAPONS, WITH STRICT
VERIFICATION, WITH CONSTRAINTS ON SHORTER RANGE SYSTEMS AND WITH
IMMEDIATE FOLLOW-ON NEGOTIATIONS TO DEAL MORE FULLY WITH SHORTER

2
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RANGE SYSTEMS. HE DID NOT, HOWEVER ACCEPT THAT THE WEST SHOULD
HAVE A RIGHT TO MATCH SOVIET SHORTER RANGE SYSTEMS. NOR DID WE
AGREE ON THE SYSTEMS WHICH SHOULDE COVERED IN THE FOLLOW-ON
NEGOTIATIONS.. BUT I MADE CLEAR TO GORBACHEV THAT THE UNITED
KINGDOM WAS NOT PREPARED TO SEE THE SOVIET UNION HAVE-A MONOPOLY
OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS IN EUROPE. WE ALSO AGREED THAT PRIORITY

SHOULD BE GIVEN TO NEGOTIATING A BAN ON ALL CHEMICAL WEAPONS
(GORBACHEV SAID THAT THE SOVIET UNION COULD BROADLY ACCEPT OUR
APPROACH) AND THAT THERE SHOULD BE EARLY NEGOTIATIONS ON
REDUCTIONS IN CONVENTIONAL FORCES. ON THIS LATTER POINT, I TRIED
TO CONVEY CLEARLY TO HIM THE EXTENT OF THE THREAT WHICH WE IN
WESTERN EUROPE PERCEIVE FROM THE SOVIET UNION'S PREPONDERANCE IN
CONVENTIONAL FORCES AND WEAPONS. I EXPRESSED OUR SUPPORT FOR A

50 PER CENT REDUCTION IN STRATEGIC NUCLEAR WEAPONS. GORBACHEV MADE
CLEAR HIS VIEW THAT THIS WAS LINKED TO AGREEMENT ON SDI. I MADE A
NUMBER OF PROPOSALS FOR ACHIEVING GREATER PREDICTABILITY IN THIS
FIELD, INCLUDING A TIMETABLE FOR RESEARCH, WHICH GORBACHEV WILL
CONSIDER.

I DO NOT UNDERESTIMATE THE DIFFERENCES REMAINING BETWEEN US ON
THESE MATTERS, OR UPON THE FUNDAMENTAL PHILOSOPHY OF NUCLEAR
DETERRANCE. BUT IT WAS CLEAR FROM OUR TALKS THAT WE DO AGREE
THAT PROGRESS ON ARMS CONTROL REQUIRES A STEP-BY-STEP APPROACH
WITH CLEARLY IDENTIFIED PRIORITIES, AND THAT WE ARE LARGELY IN
AGREEMENT ON WHAT THOSE PRIORITIES SHALL BE.

IN DISCUSSING REGIONAL PROBLEMS, I EXPLAINED TO MR GORBACHEV
CANDIDLY THE REASONS FOR WESTERN APPREHENSION ABOUT SOVIET
POLICIES AND INTENTIONS. I SAID THAT THE UNITED KINGDOM COULD
SUPPORT THE CREATION OF A NEUTRAL, NON-ALLIGNED AFGHANISTAN AND
HAD INDEED PRESENTED PROPOSALS FOR THIS (ON BEHALF OF THE
EUROPEAN COMMUNITY STATES) AS LONG AGO AS 1980. BUT THIS COULD
NOT BE ACHIEVED UNTIL THE SOVIET OCCUPATION WAS ENDED AND
ELECTIONS HELD. IN ADDITION, SIR GEOFFREY HOWE HELD EXTENSIVE
AND VERY USEFUL TALKS WITH SHEVARDNADZE ON A WIDE RANGE OF
INTERNATIONAL PROBLEMS, INCLUDING IN PARTICULAR THE MIDDLE EAST

3
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AND IRAN/IRAQ.

ON HUMAN RIGHTS PROBLEMS, I WELCOMED THE STEPS WHICH HAD ALREADY
BEEN TAKEN, WHILE EXPRESSING THE HOPE THAT MORE PRISONERS OF
CONSCIENCE AND DISSIDENTS WOULD BE RELEASED AND JEWS ALLOWED TO
LEAVE THE COUNTRY IF THEY WISH TO DO 30. GORBACHEV SAID THAT THE
SOVIET GOVERNMENT CONSIDERED ALL HUMANITARIAN ISSUES VERY
CAREFULLY AND WOULD CONTINUE TO DEAL WITH THEM ATTENTIVELY, WITH
POSITIVE RESULTS WHERE POSSIBLE. I TOLD HIM OF OUR WELCOME FOR
HIS POLICIES OF OPENNESS, RESTRUCTURING AND DEMOCRATISATION. AS
I MADE CLEAR, WE ARE LOOKING FOR DEEDS, NOT WORDS. BUT I BELIEVE
HIS ENDEAVOURS POINT THE WAY TO THE GREATER TRUST AND CONFIDENCE
WHICH WILL BE NEEDED IF WE ARE TO REACH AGREEMENT ON ARMS
CONTROL.

IT WAS A MOVING AND STRIKING TESTIMONY TO CHANGE IN THE SOVIET
UNION TO BE ABLE TO MEET DR SAKHAROV FOR LUNCH AT OUR EMBASSY AND
TO MEET ALSO A SMALL GROUP OF BRAVE JEWISH REFUSENIKS. T WAS
ALSO ABLE TO GIVE A LONG TELEVISION INTERVIEW, WHICH SUBSEQUENTLY
WENT OUT IN FULL, IN WHICH I MADE SOME EXPLICIT COMMENTS ABOUT
SOVIET POLICIES. IT WAS A CHANCE TO BRING THE WESTERN POINT OF
VIEW TO A MUCH WIDER AUDIENCE THAN NORMALLY HEARS IT. THE
RESPON3E OF THE RUSSIAN PEOPLE ON MY WALKABOUTS IN MOSCOW,
ZAGORSK AND TBILISI WAS REMARKABLE AND TESTIFIES TO THEIR
YEARNING FOR CONTACT WITH THE WEST. ‘

MY VISIT TOOK PLACE AT. A MOST INTERESTING AND CRUCIAL MOMENT IN
THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE SOVIET UNION. I FIRMLY BELIEVE THAT IT IS
IN OUR INTEREST TO WELCOME AND ENCOURAGE THE COURSE ON WHICH
GORBACHEV HAS EMBARKED. OUR POLITICAL SYSTEMS WILL REMAIN VERY
DIFFERENT AND WE SHALL CONTINUE TO HOLD WIDELY DIVERGENT VIEWS ON
MANY INTERNATIONAL PROBLEMS. BUT WE WERE ABLE TO DISCUSS THESE
DIFFERENCES FRANKLY IN A SPIRIT OF FRIENDSHIP.

I FOUND THE VISIT FASCINATING AND ON THE WHOLE ENCOURAGING.

M
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(FOR MITTERRAND ONLY: AS YOU KNOW, I WILL HAVE AN OPPORTUNITY TO

DISCUSS THESE ISSUES WITH M CHIRAC WHEN WE MEET ON 26 APRIL.)
ENDS.

HOWE
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10 DOWNING STREET

From the Private Secretary 3 April 1987

PRIME MINISTER'S VISIT TO THE SOVIET UNION
MESSAGES TO EUROPEAN HEADS OF GOVERNMENT

Thank you for your letter of 2 April with which you
enclosed draft messages from the Prime Minister to a number
of European Heads of Government.

I have slightly revised these and enclose a composite
message which, with minor variations, could go to all the
heads of government concerned. I should be grateful if it
could be despatched as soon as possible with instructions
that it be delivered in the capitals concerned in the course
of today.

The appropriate headings are "Dear President Mitterrand";
"Dear Prime Minister" for the others with the exception of
Chancellor Kohl which should be "Dear Helmut". The endings
should be "With best wishes, Yours Sincerely, Margaret Thatcher"
(except in the case of Chancellor Kohl when it should just
be "Margaret").

(Charles Powell)

Lyn Parker, Esqg.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.




MESSAGE FROM THE PRIME MINISTER TO PRESIDENT MITTERRAND/-
CHANCELLOR KOHL/MR MARTENS/MR LUBBERS/MR CRAXI

I wanted to let you have straight away my impressions from my

visit to Moscow. Sir Geoffrey Howe will be able to give his

European Community colleagues a more detailed account this

weekend at Corsendonk. Our Permanent Representative at NATO

briefed his colleagues yesterday.

[For Mitterrand and Kohl: It was immensely useful to have
discussed the visit with you a few days beforehand. I was
able to speak to Gorbachev in the knowledge that my message
reflected the very large measure of agreement between us on

East/West relations and arms control.]

[For Martens/Lubbers/Craxi: It was very important to be able
to speak to Gorbachev in the knowledge that my message
reflected the broad consensus among the West European

countries on East/West relations and arms control].

My very extensive talks with Gorbachev extending over some
twelve hours covered the prospects for agreements on
reductions in nuclear and conventional weapons and a ban on
chemical weapons; the fundamental differences between our two
political systems and their wide consequences; Gorbachev's
programme of restructuring of Soviet society and the Soviet
economy; regional problems; and human rights. They were very
frank. I think that will have done good.

I wanted to make my own assessment of how serious Gorbachev is
about internal political and economic restructuring. On the
clear evidence of our talks, he is serious and determined to
press ahead with his plans. And I have no doubt that it is

in our interests that he should succeed, which will help to
make possible a more open and stable relationship between East
and West.

On arms control, we agreed that priority should be given to an

agreement on intermediate range nuclear weapons, with strict




verification, with constraints on shorter range systems and
with immediate follow-on negotiations to deal more fully with
shorter range systems. He did not, however, accept that the
West should have a right to match Soviet shorter range
systems. Nor did we agree on the systems which should be
covered in the follow-on negotiations. But I made clear to
Gorbachev that the United Kingdom was not prepared to see the
Soviet Union have a monopoly of nuclear weapons in Europe. We
also agreed that priority should be given to negotiating a ban
on all chemical weapons (Gorbachev said that the Soviet Union
could broadly accept our approach) and that there should be
early negotiations on reductions in conventional forces. On
this latter point, I tried to convey clearly to him the extent
of the threat which we in Western Europe perceive from the
Soviet Union's preponderance in conventional forces and
weapons. I expressed our support for a 50% reduction in
strategic nuclear weapons. Gorbachev made clear his view that
this was linked to agreement on SDI. I made a number of
proposals for achieving greater predictability in this field,
including a timetable for research, which Gorbachev will

consider.

I do not underestimate the differences remaining between us on
these matters, or upon the fundamental philosophy of nuclear
deterrence. But it was clear from our talks that we do agree
that progress on arms control requires a step-by-step approach
with clearly identified priorities, and that we are largely in

agreement on what those priorities shall be.

In discussing regional problems, I explained to Mr Gorbachev

candidly the reasons for Western apprehensions about Soviet

policies and intentions. I said that the United Kingdom could

support the creation of a neutral, non-aligned Afghanistan and
had indeed presented proposals for this (on behalf of the
European Community states) as long ago as 1980. But this
could not be achieved until the Soviet occupation was ended
and elections held. 1In addition, Sir Geoffrey Howe held

extensive and very useful talks with Shevardnadze on a wide




range of international problems, including in particular

Middle East and Iran/Iraqg.

On human rights problems, I welcomed the steps which had
already been taken, while expressing the hope that more
prisoners of conscience and dissidents would be released
Jews allowed to leave the country if they wish to do so.
Gorbachev said that the Soviet government considered all
humanitarian issues very carefully and would continue to deal
with them attentively, with positive results where possible.
I told him of our welcome for his policies of openness,
restructuring and democratisation. As I made clear, we are
looking for deeds, not words. But I believe his endevours
point the way to the greater trust and confidence which will

be needed if we are to reach agreement on arms control.

It was a moving and striking testimony to change in the Soviet
Union to be able to meet Dr Sakharov for lunch at our Embassy
and to meet also a small group of brave Jewish refuseniks. I
was also able to give a long television interview, which
subsequently went out in full, in which I made some explicit
comments about Soviet policies. It was a chance to bring the
Western point of view to a much wider audience than normally
hears it. The response of the Russian people on my walkabouts
in Moscow, Zagorsk and Tbilisi was remarkable and testifies to

their yearning for contact with the West.

My visit took place at a most interesting and crucial moment
in the development of the Soviet Union. I firmly believe that
it is in our interest to welcome and encourage the course on
which Gorbachev has embarked. Our political systems will
remain very difference and we shall continue to hold widely
divergent views on many international problems. But we were
able to discuss these differences frankly in a spirit of

friendship.

I found the visit fascinating and on the whole encouraging.




10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWIA 2AA

From the Private Secretary 3 April 1987

Prime Minister's visit to the Soviet Union:

Follow up

The Prime Minister attaches very great
importance to our following up her visit
to Moscow in practical ways, covering all
fields of our relations. I think she would
welcome it if the Foreign Secretary were
able to bring forward a paper as soon as
practicable with proposals for this, which
would of course need to be prepared in
consultation with his principal colleagues.
The Prime Minister may mention this at
her bilateral with the Foreign Secretary
on Monday. But you may wish to be giving
preliminary thought to it before then,
if indeed you are not already doing so.

I am copying this letter to Timothy
Walker (Department of Trade and Industry).

(CHARLES POWELL)

A.C. Galsworthy, Esqg., CMG,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.




RESTRICTED

BRITISH EMBASSY
MOSCOW

2 April 1987

Ken Neill Esqg
Soviet Department

berr K,

PRIME MINISTER'S BREAKFAST WITH REFUSENIKS: DOCUMENTS

1. The substance of the Prime Minister's meeting with
refuseniks has been reported by telegram. At the end of

the meeting, the Beguns and Mrs Ioffe took their opportunity
to pass over to the Secretary of State a number of appeals
and statements by various members of the refusenik community.

2. At the Secretary of State's request I enclose all the
documents for further consideration, together with as many
translations as time permitted me to prepare. I would be very
grateful if you would, exceptionally, arrange for further
copying of the documents as necessary. to copy addressees.

3. Attached are:
a) A statement by Iosif Begun

b) A letter to the Prime Minister from 10 refusenik women,
headed by Marta Badashinskaya (and including Rosa Ioffe who
attended the breakfast).

c) A copy of a statement to the Presidium of the Supreme
Soviet signed by 9 refusenik women, again including Rosa Ioffe.
ﬁhe three did not make clear if this had actually been sent to
the Presidium) .

d) A copy of an open letter to Ryzhkov and Itchak Shamir
(not translated) signed by a large group of refuseniks.

e} Letters in English to the Prime Minister from various
refuseniks.

L
C{;’* -\ Z (z\f‘"’(,r
/

Ka A

Miss K S J Horner
cc C D Powell Esq, PS/10/Downing St
PS/Secretary of Statq
PS/Mr Renton
CSCE ‘Undt
P S Roland Esqg, RD(SS)

RESTRICTED
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BYOE “woull b 2bh & 3 Swiak to S,
’emm:; pimuT B MOCKBY IIpeMbep—1uHECTDE BenuroOpuranur r-xu 1. ToTdep
npoxonuT B ocodoe BpemA., B CCCP mpoBomATcA nepeneHE, LIENb KOTOPEX, Xarx odu-
Talhlo OOLABIECHO, YCTEHOBJIEHUE 00Jee OTKPHTOTO IEMOKDPATHUECROr'o oduecTsa.,
Lomno Z8BaTh STHM NEpeMeHan DasHym OLCHXY, HO OHE IPOECXONAT. Tak, MpUale—
HIe eBpeflcroTo aKTHBUECTE Ha BCTpeYy C IIpeMbep-MEHUCTPOM BEeNINROCPHTaHEY B
axnnxﬁcxoo IOCOJNILCTBO B MOCKBE CETOIHS MOXHO COIOCTaBHETHL C TeM, dUTo IS5 Jer
1838 TOT ¥€ aKTHBHCT B IpPylle IDYTUX enpeicKuX aKTUBUCTOB CHI NOXLBEPTHYT
IIPEBEHTUBHOMY apecTy Ha Bce BpemMd BusuTa B MockBy Illpesmnenra ClIA. Ho empefi-
ckasg mpoosema B CCCP ocTaeTcs no-mpemHeMy OCTDOH, ee IepeMeHH IO CIX IIOp He
KOCHYJIUCE o
HawmOoaslryio OCTPOTY MMeeT npolJema penaTpuamuy B lspamwrs. BracTu B CCCP
OTKa3HBaINTCS NIPI3HATH 32 EBPeIMH CBAeHHOE NPaBO BO3BPAEHUS HA2 DONMHY Iper-—
KOB I TParTyOT €e JIIb B paMKax BoccoenuHeHns: cemeil, Ha 570l ocHOBe THegUAM
II THCAYEM OTHKA3HBEOT .B BOCCOELNHEHHEN CO CBOUM HADOKOM, & BBEINEHHHI HeIaBHO
38KOH 00 SMIIDAIUK TeJeeT HEBO3IMOXKHHM IS GOHLEHHCTBa COBETCKUX €GBPEEB CaMo
ofpelieHEe 38 DaspPEmeHreM O BHe3ne. [If OTRasa B BHe3lEe HCIOIL3YOTCA PasIfdiiHe
Kax NpaBIWIO HaNyMaHHHE NPEeIJorH, Kax HAUPDUMED IPECIOBYyTad CEeXPETHOCTh. MHOIUE
‘THCHYH eBpeficKuX cemell pa3JydYeHH € NETHMH I DONMTENAMII, IONYaC IO JeCATE I
6ornee JeT,
. IpyTas mpodiema CBA3aHa C IOJOZEHWEM eBpeiickoit KyasTypH B CCCP. B sToll
CTpaHe, ITe XHBYyT MALIEOHH €Bpees, HeT eBpefickux mxox, He m3nanTced yIeCHHe
NOCOCHA 1O f3HKY, W@ HCTODUE, HEIHOHSIBHON KyibType. COBETCKHE €BDEH JIMIeHH
BCEro, 4TO COCTARJIAET OCHOBY IYXOBHOH XIBHE Hapoma. B CONBIIMHCTBE COBETCKIX
TOpomoB HeT cHHaror. Hapom, mapmui mupy Kurry Kmur, He mveer B CCCP Bo3MOXHO-
CTH ¥3yuaTh S3bx bulmuu, CIENCTBHEM BCET0O HTOI'0 ARIAETCA HaNUOHAJIRHAS IeTrpana
IIEg COBETCKOT'0 eBpeiicTma.
IpaBo HaNNOHANIBHOH I'DYNIH H2 COXDaHEHWe CBOeH CaMOCHTHOCTII, TAKEEe Kak
I NpaBO Ha pemaTPHallin Ha 3eMI0 IPEIKOB, OTHOCHTCH K (YHISMEHTAILHHM IIpaBaM
JeroBera. Peanmusanys HaINOHATHHHX IPES COBETCHKEX GRDEEB MOKET, OB TOMY, CIIy-—
XHTH CBOET'0 polla HHANKATOPOM MCTHHHOCTE IPOBO3IVISMEHHEX B CoBeTCROM Comae
TEeMOKPaTUIeCKIX IpeoCp230Banmi, f PACUEHNBAND JECTHOE IJIS MEHS NDPUIVIeNEeHTe
[Ipefispp-vMHRCTPa I'~xE M.T8T4eD KAk CBEIETEILCTBO TOTO, YTO HPABUTENBCTBO I
Hapoyn BeJUKOCPUTAHKE IPOSBISNT OCOCHI IHTEDeC K IONOKEHV COBETCKEX eBpecs,
03a009eHHOCTD HEIIMII IIPOGJIEMaME OTpaxaeT, 6es COMHEHNA, IMIyGOKIe HCTOPUYCC—
KHe CBA3HM MCXIY eBDEeHCKNM N aHTVIHICKEM HapomavH. f BMECTe CO COBIMH IDPy3ba~-
ME IO COph0e 3& IpaBa COBETCHIX eBDeeB X0uy BHPaszUTh I-xe K.TaTuep Hawy
TTYCOKYD TPIBHAETEIHEHOCT 8& MONMEPEKY HAEX HANNOHATLHEX UYagHI,

-

/ nydp/' /9 i
| _/ -///;7’/ /?/74

—

£




UNOFFICIAL TRANSLATION

MY WORDS TO PRIME MINISTER MARGARET THATCHER (If I would be
able to speak to her). JOSEPH BEGUN

The present visit to Moscow of the Prime Minister of
Great Britain Mrs Margaret Thatcher is taking place at a
special time. In the USSR changes are taking place, whose
goal, according to official announcements, is the establishment
of a more open democratic society. One can assess these changes
in \arious ways, but they are taking place. Thus the
invitation of a Jewish activist to a meeting with the Prime
Minister of Great Britain in the British Embassy in Moscow
today should be compared with the fact that 15 years ago
the same activist, in a group of other Jewish activists,
was subjected to preventative arrest for the entire duration
of a visit to Moscow by the President of the USA, But the
Jewish problem in the USSR remains, as before, acute, the

changes have not yet reached it.

The most acute of all is the problem of repatikiation to
Israel. The Soviet authorities refuse to acknowledge the
sacred right of Jews to return to the Motherland of their
ancestors and interpret it solely within the boundaries of
reunification of families. On this basis thousands and
thousands [of people] are refused reunification with their
own people while the law on emigration recently introduced
makes it impossible for the majority of Soviet Jews even to

apply for permission to leave. Various pretexts, on the

whole deliberate ones are used for refusal of exit, for example,

the notorious "possession of State secrets". Many thousands
of Jewish families are parted from their children or parents

sometimes for 10 or more years.

Another problem is connected with the position of Jewish
culture in the USSR. In this country where millions of
Jews live there are no Jewish schools, school textbooks on

the language, history and national culture are not published.

/Soviet Jews




(JOSEPH BEGUN)

Soviet Jews are deprived of everything which makes up the
basis of their spiritual life as a people. In the majority
of Soviet towns there is no Synagogue. The people who gave
the world the Book of Books does not have the ‘opportunity
in the USSR to study the language of the Bible. The result

of all of this is the national degradation of Soviet Jewry.

The right of a national group to conserve its own
identity like the right to repatriation to the country of
their ancestors belongs to the fundamental rights of man.
The realisation of national rights of Soviet Jews can therefore
be taken as a kind of indicator of the sincerity of the
democratic transformations proclaimed in the Soviet Union.
I regard the flattering invitation to meet the Prime Minister
Mrs Margaret Thatcher as evidence of the fact that the
Government and people of Great Britain are showing particular
interest in the situation of Soviet Jews. This concern with
our problems without doubt reflects the deep historical links
between the Jewish and British peoples. Together with my friends
in the struggle for the rights of Soviet Jews I wish to
express to Mrs Margaret Thatcher our deep appreciation

for the support of our longings for nationhood.




Tocnoxe Mapraper TaTuep 3I mapra 1987 T,
[IpeMmbep-MuBEACT DY
BeankoOpuTaHnU

yBaxaemasa rocrnoxa TaTuep,

Kaxmag m3 NONNACABIUAX 3TO IIACEMO yX€ MHOI'O JIET noOnBaeTcsa
BO3MOXHOCTY BHEXATh BMECTE C CEMBEN B N3panns, MH IpU3HATEIBHH
Bam 3a mHTEpec X HammMm HpO@ﬂBMaM I 3a NIoMOmB 1 IIONNEPKKY, KOTO-
pDHE MH HEM3MEHHO INoJIy4aeM OT MHOI'MX JIAII W OpraHmu3anni B Bamei
éTpaHe. Temno 4eJo0BEYECKOI'0 y4yacTidgd HEeM3MEHHO IIONIEDKABAET Hac
BCeE BTN IT'OOH,

MH XOT#M HameAThCA, YTO HAUaBIMECHA IepeMEHH B XA3HU COBETCKO-
T'o ofuecTBa KOCHYTCA 4 HAC, OTKA3HWKOB. JTY HANEXNy BCEJSET B HaC
OCBOGOXI€HIiE MHOT'MX HAIMX TOBAPUIEH, TOMUBIMXCA B Jarepdx N
TIOPEMAX. XOUeTcA BepnThk, UTO I OCTABUASACA TOXE CKOPO BHIALYT Ha
crodony.

My monp3yemca cJayvyaeMm, 4TOOH OOpPaTUThH Balle BHAMAHWME HA HAW-
donee CyluleCTBEHHHIl, C Hallefl TOYKA 3DEHUsT, ACIEKT NIPOOCJEMH, NMEH-
HO, OTCYTCBHE KaKUX-JNOO CIBATOB B NeJaX JNII, KOTODHM OTKA3HBAKT
B paspemeHN? Ha BHE3I U3 CTPaHH II0 COOCPAXEHUAM T'OCYI&pPCTBEHHO
CezomacHocTH, [13BecTHOe 3BasBneHme M.C. I'op6ageBa 0 5-I0-meTHEM
CDOKEe OXWIAHUA IJA JAII TAKOT'O poIa IO CHX IIOp HUKAK He peam-—
3yeTcAd Ha IIPAKTUKE — CPOKM OXMIAHUA HEe M3BECTHH U BO MHOT'UX CJIy-
yafdX NPeBHWAnT BCE pa3yMHHE IIpenesH, YacTo JIOAM OTKA3HBADT B
B CBABU C "DPERMMOM DONCTBEHHMKOB", MOpOil Iaxe yMmepmmx, NeTH HAC-
JENYNT DEXUMHHE OTKa3H DONUTesell 1 He MOT'YT CaAMOCTOATENBHO Iaxe
X0oIaTaiCTBOBATH O BHE3IE.

MH CBA3HBaEM C BallM BABUTOM HANEXNy Ha VIVYMEHNE OTHOmMeHHi
MEXIY CTDaHaMM N JONbMA, O3 KOTOPOr'O HEBO3MOKHO IBUXEHME BIEDEN
[0 IOyTH IIpOrecca 4 HORepud, U roxeT GHTH MH ¥ HAll CEMBH 1
CEMBY COTEH HalX Npy3e#l MOoJy4rM, HAKOHEI, BO3MOXHOCTE IIOCEJATH—
CA TaM, T'Ié MH XOTHUM U BEDHYTBECHA K HODMAJBHON XA3HA, U3 KOTODOI
MH HACIJIBCTBEHHO NCKJINYEHH B TeYeHUEe MHOT'UX nonarux jer. C HCKpeH-
HIM YBaxXeHNeM

Mapra banammuckas
EneHa JlyGsgHCKas
VHEa Votde

Poza lobhe

Enena Kiom

Mapnaa PomanoBCKas
BukTopng Xacmua
OxcaHa XosmaHCKas
TaTeaHa YnaHoBckas
Puvma fixmp




UNOFFICIAL TRANSLATION

Mrs Margaret Thatcher
Prime Minister
Great Britain
31 March 1987

Dear Mrs Thatcher,

Each of the women who have signed this letter has been
trying for many years to obtain permission to depart with
her family for Israel. We are grateful to you for the
interest in our problems and for the help and support which

we constantly receive from many people and organisations

in your country. The warmth of human involvement has

unfailingly supported us all these years.

We would like to hope that the changes which have begun
in the life of Soviet society will also affect us, the
Refuseniks. This hope is inspired in us by the release of many
of our comrades who have been suffering in camps and prisons.
We would like to believe that those who still remain there
will also emigrate to freedom. We are taking this opportunity
to draw your attention to what is from our point of view the
most essential aspect of our problem, ie the absence of
any progdress in the cases of those who are refused permission
to leave the country for reasons of State security. The well-
known statement of M S Gorbachev about the 5-10-year waiting
period for such people has not so far been put into practice
in any way - waiting periods are not made known and in many
cases exceed all reasonable boundaries. People are often
refused [exit] in connection with the regulations on family relationship,
sometimes even those who have died, children inherit the refusals
given to their parents and cannot even petition’ foriexit

on their own behalf.

We link our hopes for the improvement of relations
between countries and peoples with your visit; without this
improvement movement on the path of progress and confidence
is impossible. And perhaps we and our families and the families

of hundreds of our friends will at last receive the opportunity

/to move




Letter Conté (2)

to move to where we want and to return to normal life

from which we have been forcibly excluded for many long

years.

With sincere appreciation

Marta Badashinskaya
Elena Dubianskaya
Inna Ioffe

Rosa Ioffe

Elena Ioffe

Marina Romanovskaya
Viktoriya Khassina
Oksana Kholmianskaya
Tatyana Ulanovskaya




B llpesunnuym BepxoBroro CoseTa CCCP

3aABJIEHIE

My, HUXENONNACAaBIMeCs, o0palaeMcs K Bam B CBf3N C UYPE3BHUANHO
TAXEJIHM TOJOXEHNEM B CEMEBE @%HH JEBOBHH ” Hayma l3paunnesnya Korasx.,
B 1975 r. OHI BIEepBHE OOPATUIACH C XON&TAlCTBOM O BHE3IE HA IIOC-
TOAHHOE XATENBCTBO B JI3paunb, Kyla paHee nepeexan uxX CuH., C Tex
IIOp UM CHCTEMATHYECKHN OTKA3HBAWT B paspemeHms 1o "perAMHEM CO0G-
paxeHusaM" , AKOOH CBSI3aHHHM C IpexHell padotoir H,U, Korasa.

Mexnmy Tem, KoraHd - nBa TUIYOOKUX TAXENO OOJBHHX 7 COBEPHEHHO
ONMHOKNX cTapura., Haymy Uspaunesunyy 78 seT. OH CTpamaeT 3acTapesoi
CTeHOKapnueil, A3BO# Xeaylkra, BOCIANEHMEM IIPOoCTATH. OH COBEpIEHHO
CJEIl Ha OINH IJas3 I enBa BUIAT npyruM, ®anHe JIFBOBHE OKoJ0 70 zeT.
CHa cTpajaeT TAXeNOf OpOHXWANBHOM acTmMo#l, caxapHuM InaGeToM, CTe-
HOKapmme# n Cone3HBH IOYEK, HO camoe CTpamHoe — OHA yXe [OBa T'OfAa
anbHa MresoMo# (ONMH U3 BANOB DaKa KPOBH) X INPUKOBAHA K IIOCTENH.

Heyxenn NpaBATENECTBO TaKOf Moryueit nepxasBu, Kaxk CobeTCKuit
Cow3, MOXeT BCEpBRE3 yTBEPXIATh, UTO BHE3I IBYX COBEPIEHHO OMAHOKAX
3I6CH M TAXENO OONBHHX CTAPAKOB MOXET YT'DOXATH GE30MAaCHOCTH CTPAHHT

TparnsMm cuaTyanuu B 3Toil ceMbe ceffyac HOCTHAT BHCHEN TOUKA: He
yoaeTca, HECMOTDPA HA BCE YCUMUA Bpayeit, BuBecTn ®,J. KoraH xoTg GH
Ha KDATKOBDEMEHHYN DEMACCHK, B Op.T'aHm3Me UnyT HeoOpaTuMHe 3J0Ka-—
YEeCTBEHHHE MPOIECCH, & STO MOXET O3HauaTh, YTO €€ IIHN COYTEeHH. [l05-
TOMy MH BACTOSATENBHO IIPW3HBAEM BaC, C yYETOM BCET'O CKA34HHOT'O, He—
MEIJIEHHO paspemiTs BHE3I ceMbe Korad.

[Ipomno oxoso I6 neT, xaxk Haywm l3panmneBnmy BHmEs HA TEHCUD IO
CTapoCcTi, & 9TO HNOCTATOYHHI CPOX IJA CHATAS JOGOI'O DexiMa, VUUTHBAS
HpHEIHAE TEMIH DA3BATUA HAYKH U TeXHMKU, ['YMAQHHOCTE U MAJIocepnue
yEpamanT JKo0yn BIacThk. MH OYEHEL HameeMcHd GHTH YCIHNEHHNMIA IMEHHO
Tellepe, Korma pyKOBONCTBO CCCP IpH3HBAET IONOKATE KOHEI dopmann3my
7 OOPOKPATU3MY B DEleHAd GOJBIUX 7 MaJIHXneJ ! JOICKAX cynel, Mu
XoTenu OH BEpATH, YTO OyIET NOJOXEH KOHEII OI0DOKPATHUUECKOMY Caln3My
YAHOBHAKOB OBIPA’a, KOTOpHE UMENHN XECTOKOCTE IIOOTBEPONTH OTKA3

cembe Koran 25. 03, I987. IIpeCTyIHO OTKA3HBATH UM B IIpaBe XOTH OH
YMEDETH Ha DPYKax CHHA,

Enena Ceiinens JvMa JlanacmaH
Aprannit Mai JionMuna JiuBumar

Knns Partrep Haraness Posenmreiin
JleoHnn Baswit Puvva fAxup

Poza lodbe
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To the Presidium of Supreme Soviet, USSR

STATEMENT

We the undersigned appeal to you in connection with the
exceedingly grave situation of the family of Faina L'vovna and
Naum Izrailevich Kogan. In 1975 they pet itioned for the first
time for departure to permanent residence in Israel where their
son had gone earlier. Since that time they have systematically
been refused "for reasons of security" allegedly connected with

Naum Izrailevich Kogan's previous work.

It is appropriate to say that the Kogans are two extremely
seriously ill and very solitary old people. Naum Izrailevich
is 78. He suffers from a chronic heart condition, a stomach
ulcer and inflammed prostate. He is completely blind in one
eye and can hardly see out of the other. Faina L'vovna is
almost 70. She has severe bronchial asthma, diabetes and heart
and lung complaints. But the worst thing is that she has
sufferred for two years with Mieloma (a kind of cancer of the

blood) and she is bedridden.

Surely, the Government of a great power such as the Soviet

Union cannot seriously maintain that the departure of two old

people who are completely alone here and seriously ill can

threaten the security of the country?

The tragedy of this family's situation has reached a
climax now: despite all the efforts of doctors it is not
possible to give Faina L'vovna even a temporary remission. Her
body is undergoing irreversible malignant processes and this may
mean that her days are numbered. For this reason we urgently
call on you, taking into account all that we have said to grant

permission to leave immediately to the Kogan family.

16 years have passed since Naum Izrailevich retired and
that is a sufficient period to lift any security restrictions

considering the present pace of development of science and
/technology




T’the Presidium contd (2)

technology. Humanity and compassion enhance any power.

We hope fervently for a hearing now that the leadership of the
USSR is calling for an end to formalism and bureaucratism

in the resolution of large and small questions and the fates
of individuals. We would like to believe that there will be
an end to the bureaucratic sadism of the officials of OVIR

who had the cruelty to confirm the refusal to the Kogan family
on 25 March 1987. It is criminal to refuse them the right

at least to die in the arms of their son.

Elena Seidel Emma Landsman
Arkady Mai Lyudmila Lifshitz
Yulia Ratner Natalya Rosenshtein
Leonid Byaly Rimma Yakir

Roza Ioffe




. Inere npasrremneTea CCCP Pumkemy H.II.
Inase npaRRTeNbCTRBa Y3pamns Mixaxy llamepy

TryCoxeybaxaeMue IJaE NpABHTEALCTS !

B necxenske IS JeT BOIpeC © Bue3Ne eEpeer H3 CCCP B Gexbuel HIH
Melbliedl CTelNeHH HeW3MSHHO [pNBIEKEX K CeCe [PHCTALLLOE BHUMAKEE
NGIRTEYECKMX i OOLeCTBEeHMWX KDYI'OB MMOT'HX GTpaH MEpa, Illpe aTom

B Ka4YeCTBE KPUTEPUA YIOBANTBODHTEIBEOI® COCTOSAMMA BME3]a eBDEEB K3
CCCP vacTe lpeniaranTcs KeNMUYeCTBEHEWE [I0KA3ATeJH.HasuEBanTCs IpH
aTeum meppw 40 000,100 OO0 ,400 000 uexemek. C jpyreit cTepem: a
IIDOTSREHHY [OCHGLHEX JET MM CHAM CBELETEAAMH OTKDOBEKHOI'® BWKYIA
/8RN NOINTOX BHKYNa/ OTHeABHWX CeMell M JIHI,IDOKSBOIEMNX [0 CIECKAM
H OpeckOaM IoCyLapPEeTBEHMNX JesTedeil I OOLECTBEHHNX OpraHm3ankli Ra—
naza.

My nexaraeM,4YTo KM OLMM H3 STEX OyTel Me ABAAETCH NONIHENLM pemes
HH@M EOIpeca.’J6BIETBODATENRHOE pelieHHe [pDeCAeMs BHe3JA €BDEEE B
3paras LOAKHO BKADYATDH CHELYOUKE 3JIeMeMTH:

I.Kaxpui eBpeil nosxen oCnajgaTh NpaBeM H BO3MOXHOCTHD EWEXATS B Va-
Pamab,He OOBZCHAA NDHYHH [DUESTOr® EM DeNEHES,¥ BEC 3aBMCEMOCTH T
HaJim4inA PONCTEGEHYKOE B lM3pamnam.

<.llpz oTkase B BHE3N@ [0 DOXHMHHM COOCDAXEHHAM ,O0TKE3 IOXCH OHTSH
cQopMysiZpoBaH B [IHCBMEHHOM BHIE,C YEA3aHuNeM Opraka IiA oCESIOBAHES
i TOUHHX CPOKOB XelcTBuA orpakuvYexui ua Bwesn 3 CCCP.llecie oxomussH
HHf CDOKES OTUDANNYEERH BE28 BHIAETCH AETOMATHUYECKE,

3.CCCF posxer BRIATH paspelieHHA K& EHe3N B lI3pakas EceM Y3HHKaM
Crexa,raxonaumvesa B CCCP,a Takke B KpaTvaitmue CPOKH IepecCMOTpeTh Jie-—
Ja OTKasHEKOE C® cpokeM oTkasza 10 u Cexee JeT.

Ham npemcTaBAseTCH,YTO E KacTesumee BpeMs,KorIna ¢ GIEel CTOPOEY
B OOWECTEBEENSf XH3MH COBETCKOI'®O 00uecTRa NPONCXEIAT NOeNOXKHTEAbHUHE
npecCpasoBarins,a ¢ Lpyreil CTOPOHH HAMEYADTCS KOETAKTH Mexny CCCP u
Vispamiem,Takee pellelEe NPAKTHYECKHE BO3MOXHO.

Kax #3peCTE®,B HacTosANee BpPEMS BHE3] expeee u3 CCCP ecymecT®
BRfeTCA B pamMKax nocTanopierus CeeeTa MumucTpor CCCP erT 28 arrycre
I986r, X%I1064,xeTopee OrpanMy¥E&eT EBO3MOEEGCTH BHE38 panmKaMy Eecce-
CLHHEHNA CeMBH,IIDEYEM IpaBelM H8 BO30yxneHHe XeuaTaifcTna o0ianavs JHIE
JIEUA , AMenune 32 rpaudied CamsaillEX pelcTBeHEuXea/Myx,xeHa neTH,OpaT,
cectpa/.




gecTe ¢ TeM NYyHKT 30 STOre NGCTAHOBAGHMS NPENYCMATPHBAET H3MEHEHHE npe
npggzxypm 1P HAZWYLR ABYCTODOMEEIO NOTeBepa mexny CCCP E Inpyruvi
CTpaKaMu,
i nesarae,4YTo UDPAKTLZUECKd OCYECTRAGHHE AKX OpelJoxesui mMerae
Ok HMETh MEMTO ¥ DAMIAY HEKOEId CIeIHaABHOI0 COTJIALCHHR 0 penaTpurangis
eepeer Mexny CCCP u lspaiiem.
lipepnaras pacecMoTpeTh BO3MORNECTH 3AKIDYEMHS TAKOI® COINANECLKS M
ucxannn 43 TOI'e,uTo ComeTCHull CONS B INpPHELHIE [PHIHAST HIED penaTpna-
/IMR ¥ OPARTHYCCHE IDUMEHSI €8 ,HalpUMeD,B OTHOMLeHHH I'PEKeB , HCIaKLen
/B NQAAKOE.
llomoCxoe corJauexne NO3BQINT OCYLECTBATSH JelCTBUTEIRKY peIaTpHa-
Iuo espeed B [3paiih,a B KAYECTBe TEXHHYECKOI'® CpeiCTRA OCyleCTRIE-
RUA  TAKOT'0 COIVALSHEST MOIVN O IOCIYXHTH HpAMod ammapelic Meckma-
Tenp-ABNB MM Dapoxonmaf JuHius QecCH-— waida .
ME o0paiiaeMcsi X BaM,yBaxacMue IJIaBy IPaBHTEABCTB, € IIPOCHOO]! BHEH—~
MATEABIO DACCMOTPeTh HALM IPCJJIOMGHHA M IDeNIDAHATE KeoOXoIy 1@ WATH
K HX ocCyuecTBAGMHUD.

B.Bpaaﬂobcxmﬁ.A.Berya,H.Baahxeﬁcxnﬁ,r.leﬁmmc,A.Beﬂﬂqéﬁox.
C.3yOkre,B.Kueauxk,&. KouyCxenckns 5. Jepuy , K. fektn o o ABQIIHIT ,
O.JloxmuE A Maruiossy . Kyness A dla pelikui ,B . Caenax JHeQpanMaK,

A.XCXMEBCEﬂﬁ,D.hyKepMdH,b.HchOGHJLCKRﬁ,L.Mﬂlpmaﬂ.&.dﬂbd&pT,
A.ﬁxﬁp,@.BepeumTeHH;H.PaTHcp_Maraan,T.SnﬂzsmTeﬁx,H.@paxxeﬁa.
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DEAR Mrs.THATCHER !

Ne know about Your big work in the human rights problem in the USSR

and particular in the problem of jewish emigration from here and

we are very grateful to You for whatever You’ve been doing for us.
Among many problems in this field there is one, which dosn’t connect
with security of USSR. And sovjet authorities could solve it easy.
It is very importent problem for the future - the emigration of young
religious families to Israel from USSR.
And we ask You to put attention in Your contacts with

sovjet leaders on this problem.




PROBLEM OF EMIGRATION TO ISRAEL FROM USSR
YOUNG RELIGIOUS FAMILIES

We, young religious families from different towns of Caucasus ,

insist on our legitimate right - to go to Israel.

e wrote letters to General Secretary of CPSU m-r Gorbatchkv about
our desire to make an aliya to devote ourselves to G-d in Israel, to
fulfil Commandments, whisch can be done only in Erez Israel, to take
active part in the life of Jewish 8tate.

We wish to learn our children in Jewish way of life and mentality.
Normal jewish life for us is imporsible without studyingdulaism and Hebrew.

We see forward Bevere contradictions in mentality our families

and schools here and it will cause a greit stress for our children
in the nearest future.
We cant supply enough our families with cosher food and we have

many problems to keep our rules - Shabbat, Holydais and so on.

As the religious beliéfs are among the most importent human rights
and human life motivations WE INSIST THAT SOVJET OFFICIALS MUST REGERD
THEM AS A VALID REASON FOR EMIGRATION as reunating of families.

Signed by

Palanker Dmitrig, Irina and Yevgenij - Yerevan,pr.Octemberjyna,36, apt.195
tel.58-33-69

Veistuch Anaida, Otary - Tbilisy, ul.Dadiani P2.

Fejgin Alexandr,Davitashvily Ljna - Tbilisy,Gldany 3 microrayon, corpus 4
apt. 77.

Kopeikis Boris, Isacova Ljuba - Baku, ul.Neftepererabotchikov, 81 apt. 131
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10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SW1A 2AA

From the Private Secretary 2 April 1987

PRIME MINISTER'S VISIT TO MOSCOW: MEETING WITH
THE SOVIET COMMITTEE FOR THE DEFENCE OF PEACE

I enclose a record of the Prime Minister's

meeting with the Soviet Committee for the

Defence of Peace in Moscow on 30 March.

Charles Powell

Lyn Parker, Esqg.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.




ECORD OF A MEETING BETWEEN THE PRIME MINISTER AND REPRESENTATIVES
OF THE SOVIET COMMITTEE FOR THE DEFENCE OF PEACE, ON MONDAY 30 MARCH 1987

1987 AT 0900.

Those present were:
Mr. Borovik, Chairman of the Committee The Prime Minister

Miss Ulanova, Prima Ballerina and Sir Geoffrey Howe
Vice Chairman of the Committee

Mr. Karpov, First Secretary of the Mr. C. D. Powell
Union of Writers

Dr. Ilyin, Vice President of the MEsePalticck
Soviet Academy of Medical Sciences (Interpreter)

Mr. Chetirev, Director of the Mr. Hemans
Ordzhonikidze Machine Tool Factory (British Embassy)

Mr. Borovik introduced the delegation. He and Mr. Karpov presented

the Prime Minister with their latest books. They had both recently

been awarded a state prize for literature. Miss Ulanova said that

she would have presented a book too had she known that it would be

appropriate.

Mr. Borovik said that he wanted the meeting to be informal. He had

not brought a petition. He welcomed the Prime Minister to the

Soviet Union. The first visit at this level in 12 years was
significant. On behalf of the Committee which was the most
representative organisation in the Soviet Union he said that the
question of most concern was nuclear disarmament. The Committee

did not understand how it was possible to believe that nuclear weapons
were a positive feature guaranteeing peace. They had not prevented
conventional war. The balance of terror was a waste of resources and

a humilitation for mankind. Even if nuclear weapons were a guarantee

of peace there would be no need to increase them further or put them

in space. The Committee supported the Soviet Government's INF
proposals and the separation of British and French weapons from the
main dialogue. Public opinion tended not to agree. British weapons
were pointed at the Soviet Union. They were tobe increased eight-
fold which was a stimulant to the arms race. The UK seemed to be a
major obstacle to nuclear disarmament. High nuclear expenditure took
away resources from other essentials like the environment and energy.

Within a few decades our environment would be a serious threat to




to the continuation of life on earth. Dr. Ilyin supported this
with reference to his work with Professor Roberts on the effects
of a nuclear exchange. 2% billion people would die in a 10,000
megaton exchange compared to 4 billion killed in 15,000 wars over
5,000 years. Chernobyl, the effects of which he was in charge of

investigating, was an example of what could happen.

Mr. Borovik said that there was a false impression in Western Europe

of the Soviet Union, which was not totalitarian and its people did
not think in stereotypes. He criticised those in the UK who said
that it was necessary to speak to the Soviet Union from a position
of strength, and that this had brought the Soviet Union to the
negotiating table. For 70 years this tactic had failed. Churchill
who had advocated it, had himself changed his view later in life.
'New thinking' was needed. 1In 1987 'if you want peace prepare

for war' was an outdated concept.

Mr. Karpov criticised the Western media for reporting everything

about the Soviet Union with a 'built-in minus sign'. Emigres
who had a negative attitude anyway were in great measure responsible
for this. Not everything was perfect in the Soviet Union. But

the West never saw the other side.

Mr. Borovik said that those with a professional hatred of the Soviet

Union were received in high places in Britain. We needed other
sources of information as well. He asked the Prime Minister to look
carefully at what the Soviet Union was doing during her visit and
help Britain in general to get a truer picture. The current
restructuring programme was a revolutionary developm-nt directed at

improving the quality of life. That could not hurt anyone.

In reply the Prime Minister said that the aim should be to prevent

all war not only nuclear. Conventional war was not as some thought

an acceptable alternative. Both Britain, which had stood alone
against Hitler for two years, and the Soviet Union knew how terrible

conventional war was. Conventional weapons had never prevented




conventional war. Nuclear weapons were a very great deterrent.

Not so many were needed, but deterrence was essential. A war

in a situation where nuclear weapons had been eliminated would

lead to a race to get them back which would be far more dangerous
than maintaining an effective deterrent. The British deterrent

was being upgraded by two and a half times. Since Polaris was
introduced Soviet warheads had been increased by five times.

Even if strategic missiles were reduced by 50 per cent, and assuming

the introduction of Trident, British weapons would be a smaller per

centage of Soviet weapons than they were in 1970. The image of the

Soviet Union of which Mr. Borovik had spoken was determined by
reality. The Helsinki Final Act confirmed the right of people to
leave their countries. This was not the case in the Soviet Union.
In Britain we enjoyed the four great freedoms of the Atlantic Charter,
freedom of speech, freedom of worship, freedom from want and
freedom from fear. Britain was excited about current developments
in the Soviet Union. Increasing, personal freedoms were a

great help towards arms control agreements. Those who kept their
promises to their citizens were more likely to keep their promises
to others. As Dr. Sakharov had said an open society was the
greatest guarantee of trust. Britain as an open society could be
trusted. As NATO had always said, its weapons would never be used
except against an attack. Peace did not come from the simple wish
for it but from positive measures to protect security. As to
negotiating from a position of strength, the West had begged the
Soviet Union to remove the SS20s and they had only agreed to do so

when Western INF was deployed.

Mr. Borovik said nuclear weapons had not prevented Vietnam, Korea,

the Middle East, Iran/Iraq, Afghanistan, the Falklands, Libya or
Grenada. The Prime Minister contrasted Grenada when the United
States had left and free elections had been held, with Afghanistan.

The meeting ended at 0945.
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PRIME MINISTER'S VISIT TO MOSCOW

Briefing Notes

Visit confirmation of correctness of Thatcher-Howe
post-1983 policy. Decided then long haul for creation of
contacts/understanding. Efforts now paying off.

In PM's case, some 1l hours of contacts (7 talks,

2 + 2 dinners). Key was exposure of Gorbachev to
sustained, comprehensive, candid exposition of Western
views on socialism/democracy, arms control, Soviet
interference in Third World.

Sharp private and public divergences. Gorbachev spoke as
true believer in system, resentful of Western reactions
to Soviet reform. Atmosphere remained cordial
throughout: what Ambassador called "the most candid and
coherent exchanges on nearly every aspect of the East/
West relationship that have ever taken place between a
Soviet leader and the Head of a Western Goverment".

Public response also important. Mrs Thatcher able to
convey views with some frankness to 100s of millions on
Soviet TV. Response of crowds in streets (eg Tbilisi)
moving.

Prime Minister addressed main questions of ideology, arms
control. In 8 hours with Shevardnadze, I reviewed wide
agenda of regional issues. Invited to pay further visit
later this year.

BILATERAL

In bilateral relaticons, signed 4 agreements (space,
Hotline, Embassy Site, OU on Information and Culture).

MOU should help open doors of glasnost further. Annual
lecture; home visits for schoolchildren; endorse end of
jamming ; more cultural contacts; "telebridges" etc.

Added drugs to list of subjects for bilateral expert
talks; they added alcoholism

In trade, some substantial contracts signed: about
£400 million worth of business. Agreed aim at volume
of trade of 2.5 billion roubles by 1990.




ARMS CONTROL

Agreement progress in arms control requires step by
approach with clear priorities.

No agreement - indeed public argument - on nuclear
deterrence. Gorbachev must now understand logic of
our beliefs.

Agreement that priority should be given to INF

agreement, with strict verification, constraints on

! range systems, immediate follow on negotiations
with these systems. PM insisted on right to
oviet shorter range systems.

for ban on CW. Gorbachev
approach.

on the link -
or establishing great
ev

for defensive d

early negotiations on

in general and specific

would help in a
non-aligned A
withdrawal of Sovi

Shevardnadzes pressed need for action, but

hat overhasty convening of international
conference or preparatory conference could be dangerous.
I suggested nudging process forward; stressed need to
maintain PLO-Hussein link.

Substantial exchange also with Shevardnadze on CSCE;
Iran-Irag; Cambodia-Vietnam; Sino-Soviet Relations;
Korea.




In sum, visit
promoted trade and bilateral contacts

clarified way forward on arms control;

contributed to understanding of each other's
policies eg on regional issues

Enabled us to appreciate the important changes
going on in the Soviet Union - perestroika etc -
and Gorbachev's seriousness about them

On this, PM made clear that we welcome the changes.
Policies of openness, restructuring, democratization
point way to greater trust and confidence needed for
arms control agreements.







RESTRICTED

10 DOWNING STREET

LONDON SWIA 2AA

From the Private Secretary 2 April 1987

P

PRIME MINISTER'S MEETING WITH THE CHAIRMAN OF THE
COUNCIL OF MINISTERS

Page 8 of the note of the Prime Minister's meeting with
the Soviet Chairman of the Council of Ministers, Mr Ryzhkov,
recorded that Mr Ryzhkov handed to the Prime Minister a list
of import and export opportunities although this was what
the interpreter recorded. It now appears that the two
pieces of paper handed over were copies of a list of those
which the Soviet Union was ready to export to Britain.

There was and is no Soviet import opportunities list. I am
attaching a copy of the Soviet export list.

Two other small points on the record:-

1. I should have insertged the initials of the Soviet
team. For that pg;éise I pnclose a new first page
of the record. ow”°ﬂJ51?¢sﬂ

On page 3, paragraph beginning "After confirming",
it should say towards the end "The Soviet Union had
by far the largest stockpile of modern chemical
[not nuclear as in the record] weapons."

I am copying this letter and enclosure to Alex Allan (HM

Treasury), Trevor Woolley (Cabinet Office) and H.M.
Ambassador (Moscow).

0o d 0.

N.L. Wicks

A.C. Galsworthy. Esqg., CMG.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.

RESTRICTED
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Soviet Goods Offered for Additional Supplies
to the Unitced Kingdom

. : P - Unit of
Description of goods g : 19290
measurement

Total : million roubhles

Machinery and eguipment

including:

- metal-cutting machine~tools
and pressing and forging
eguipitent

bearings

passenger cars thou. pieces

helicopters pieces

T

Enginecering household
including:

domestic refrigerators thou. pieces

dowestic timepieces, inclu-
ding movements

Sets

Cormmodities and finished million

ncluding:
Chemicals
methanol
ammonia
orthoxylene
urea
Crude oil 1800~-3200
0il products 800-20C
Non—-ferrous
including:
copper
nickel
aluminium
Ferrous metals rolled products
Pig iron
Fur-skins million roubles

Other goods, including mass
consumer goods




PRIME MINISTER

VISIT TO THE SOVIET UNION
MESSAGES TO EUROPEAN HEADS OF GOVERNMENT

I attach a draft of a message which we could
telegraph tomorrow to a number of European
Heads of Government about your visit to the

Soviet Union.
Agree to the message?
CHv

CDP
2 April 1987
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GRS 320

UNCLASSIFIED

FM BONN

TO PRIORITY FCO

TELNO 279

OF 021105Z APRIL 87

AND TO PRIORITY MOSCOW, PARIS, WASHINGTON, BMG BERLIN, EAST BERLIN
AND TO PRIORITY UKDEL NATO

INFO SAVING OTHER EUROPEAN COMMUNITY POSTS Q/W
{v“‘/

PRIME MINISTER'S VISIT TO MOSCOW: GERMAN PRESS COMMENT

SUMMARY

1. EXTENSIVE COVERAGE AND COMMENT OVER 3 DAYS. EMPHASIS AS

MUCH ON HUMAN RIGHTS ISSUES AS ON DISARMAMENT: ALSO ON THE PERSONAL

. RELATIONSH|P BETWEEN THE PRIME MINISTER AND MR GORBACHEV,

“DETAIL

2, THE PRIME MINISTER'S VISIT HAS RECEIVED EXTENSIVE FRONT PAGE
COVERAGE AND EDITORIAL COMMENT FOR THE PAST 3 DAYS, AS WELL AS
SUBSTANTIAL REPORTS ON RADIO AND TV, COMMENT HAS FOCUSSED ON THE
LINK MADE BY THE PRIME MINISTER BETWEEN RESPECT FOR HUMAN RIGHTS IN
THE SOVIET UNION AND PROGRESS IN DISARMAMENT NEGOTIATIONS. HER
APPROACH, ONE LEADING ARTICLE SAID TODAY, HAD BEEN AN EXAMPLE TO ALL
WESTERN POLITICIANS. SHE DID NOT LEAVE OUT ANY ISSUES AND SHE DID
NOT MINCE WORDS. ANY WHO THOUGHT THAT SUCH FRANKNESS WOULD ANNOY
KREMLIN LEADERS HAD BEEN PROVED WRONG. THERE COULD NOT HAVE BEEN A
GREATER CONTRAST WITH WHAT WEST GERMAN VISITORS TO MOSCOW USUALLY
BRING BACK WITH THEM. AS THE SPOKESMAN FOR EUROPE, SAID ANOTHER
ARTICLE, SHE HAD PRESENTED GOOD ARGUMENTS AND REPRESENTED NATO'S
POSITION BRILLIANTLY.

3. ON HUMAN RIGHTS ISSUES, COMMENT FOCUSSED ON THE FACT THAT THE
PRIME MINISTER DID NOT RESTRICT HER VISIT TO GOVERNMENT AND OFFICIAL
CIRCLES IN THE KREMLIN. IT WAS REMARKABLE THAT SHE MET SACHARQOV AND
BEGUN.

4, THE PERSONAL RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE PRIME MINISTR AND MR
GORBACHEV, MARKED BY FRIENDLY MANNERS AND FRANK SPEECH, WAS NOTED
AS HELPING TO ENSURE UNUSUALLY WIDE COVERAGE OF THE VISIT IN THE
SOVIET MEDIA, INCLUDING THE PRINTING IN PRAVDA OF THE TEXT OF THE
PRIME MINISTER'S SPEECH ON 30 MARCH.

’t—




GRS 170

UNCLASS iF.tED

FM MADR:D

TO ROUTIME FCO

TELNO 225

OF 0206452 APRIL 37

ANFO ROUTHNE PARIS, WASHINGTON, H0SCOW

ANFO SAVING UKREP BRUSSELS, UKIHS GENEVA, UKDEL NATH

PRAME MINISTER'S VISIT TO MCSCOWs SPANYSH BRESS COVYERAGE

SUMMARY

1. COVERAGE OF THE ViSHT 4N SPANISH PRESS AND TV HAS
EXTENSIWE. COVERAGE LARGELY FACTUAL, GIVING POSHTHVE
ViS1T. ONE EDITORIAL CRETHCAL CF UK POLICY ON ZERQ OPTHON,

DETAGL

2. COVERAGE *tN THE SPANUSH PRESS AND TV NUPYNG THIS WEEK HAS BEEN
PROMINENT, THE ‘FMPRESS:HON GIVEN '[N MOST PRESS ART'CLES FRNAM MOSCOW
HAS BEEN OF A UNPQUE VA4SHT MARKED BY FRANK EXCHANGES, THOUGH WikTH
DIFFERENCES REMAINING OVER ARMS CONTROL, HUMAN RIGHTS AND
AFGHANGSTAN,

EL PA4S ('%VE ENDENT, LARGEST SELLING NATIOMAL DAILY)
TWO FULL PAGES TO THE ViIS4T, ONE GIVING AN QVERVEW
SAKHAROV LUNCH, EL PAIS ALSO CARRAED AN EDITORIAL O%
IS ET WHECH MOTED MRS THATCHER'S FIRMNESS ON HUMAN RICHTS AMD
EHENSHON CF CuU NT CHANMGES I8 THE SOVIET UMNION, THE BULK OF
DLTORFAL WAS ' FURCPEAN AND US ATTITURES TO THE ZERO
OPTION AND CONTAGNED {SVS OF THE UY¥ AND FRENCH ATTITUDES TO

THE ZERO OPTiON, «T DED BY SUPPORTING THE DELORS PROPOSAL FOR

A COMMUNLTY POSITION.

GORCON LENNOX
FCC PASS ALL

PSE FCU PASS SAY-INGS REPEATED AS REQUESTED
MCLAN 0592

EAST WEST & US/SOVIET RELATIONS (COPIES TO NO 40 DOWNING ST.)
LIMITED
SOVIET D PS ADDITIUNAL _DISTRIBUTION

DEFENCE QL,,SE) PS/LADY YOUNG ARMS CONTROL TALKS
RESEARCH DEPT. PS/MR RENTON

PLANNING STAFF PS/MR EGGAR

EED PS/PUS

NAD MR DEREK THUMAS

SAD CHIEF CLERK

WED MR ROYD

ACDD MR MUNRO

CRD MR GILLMORE

NEWS DEPT. MR RATFORD

INF gng. MR FALL
ECD(E MR FEARN

POD MR LONG
FED BRAITHWAITE

PEEo RAREARCTEN

CSCE UNIT RENW | CK
PROTOCOL DEPT.
ESSD




CONFIDENTIAL

Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH

2 April 1987

Prime Minister's Visit: Message to European Leaders

The Prime Minister may wish to send messages about her
Moscow visit to President Mitterrand, Chancellor Kohl and the
Belgian, Dutch and Italian Prime Ministers, following up her
meetings with the first two and messages to the other three
before the visit.

I enclose a draft message, which could be sent to each
of them with the minor variations indicated.

pi

(L Parker)
Private Secretary

C D Powell Esq
PS/10 Downing Street

CONFIDENTIAL







SECRET

10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWI1A 2AA

From the Private Secretary 2 April 1987

PRIME MINISTER'S VISIT TO THE SOVIET UNION:
MESSAGE TO PRESIDENT REAGAN

I enclose, for the Foreign Secretary and Permanent Under
Secretary only, the message about her visit to the Soviet Union
which the Prime Minister sent to President Reagan last night
on her return.

CHARLES POWELL

A. C. Galsworthy, Esqg., C.M.G.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.

SECRET
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. CONF I DENT 1AL AMENDED DisSTRIGITON
TO DESK3Y 01280907 FCO
TELNO 537 '
oF n10500Z APRIL 387
INFO IMMEDIATE WASHINGTON, BONN, PARIS, UXDEL NATO
INFO PRIORITY EAST EURQPEAN POSTS

(Eg}g;r—MY TELNO 523 : PRIME MINISTER'S TALXS wW|iTH GOR3ACHEV ON 2310/31
MARCH

SUMMARY

1. NEARLY SEVEN HOURS OF TALKS QN 30 MAQCH, WITH ONLY NOTE-TAKERS
AND INTERPRETERS PRESENT (PLUS TWO HOURS OF DISCUSSION OVER
DINNER) DOMINATED BY ARMS CONTROL BUT ALSO EXPLORING THE ROOTS

OF EAST/MWEST DIFFERENCES, THE NATURE 0OF THE CAPITALIST AND
SOCIALIST SYSTEMS, GORBACHEV'S PROGRAMME OF 1 'RESTRUCTUR ING' ',
REGIONAL PROBLEMS AND HUMAN RIGHTS. THE Y 1GOUR OF THE EXCHANGES
LEFT THE WARMTH OF THE PERSONAL RELATIONSHIP UNIMPAIRED.,

». AS REPORTED IN MY TUR, THE PRIME MINISTER HAD NEARLY 9 HOURS

(INCLUDING TALKS DURING DINNER) WITH S22 3ACHEY ON 37 “ARCH.

TODAY, 31 MARCH, ENDED WITH

MUSUA SMALL INFORMAL DINNER PARTY WHICH PROVIDED THE

OCCASION FOR A FURTHER 2 HOURS OF GENEIAL DISCUSSION. EXCE?T OM

THE LAST OCTASION, WHICH WAS ENTIRELY FELAXED, THE TALYS WERE
SPECIFIC, VIGOROUS AND OFTEN HEATED. 4 IEMARKABLE FEATURE

OF THE V1SIT HAS BEEN THE COMBINATION OF AN EXCELLENT ATMOSPHERE

AND PERSONAL RELATIONSHIP WITH TNE WA2D=HITTING EXPRESSION 0F

JIDELY DIVERGENT VIEWS. THE FOLLOWING IS A SUMMARY OF THE MAIN

POINTS WHICH AROSE.

EAST/WEST RELATIONS

3. THE PRIME MINISTER SPELT OUT WITH TOTAL CANDOUR THE REASONS
FOR WESTERN APPREHENS I ONS CONCERNING SOVIET POLICIES AND
INTENTIONS, THESE INCLUDED NOT OfLY SPECIFIC MOMENTS oF
HISTORIC EXPERIENCE (HUNGARY, CZECHOSLOVAXIA, AFGHANISTAN) BUT
ALSO THE MORE GENERAL FACTOR OF THE SOV IET GOAL OF SPREADING
COMMUN1SM WORLD WiDE. THE WEST QECOGYISED AND WELCOMED GORBACHEY'S
COMMITMENT TO INTERNAL REFORM BUT STILL AWAITED SIGNS OF CHANGE
14 SOVIET EXTERNAL POLICIES. SOVIET 3E4AVI0UR IN SOUTH YEMEY
ETHIOPIA, wOZAMBIJUE, ANGOLA, NICARAZUA AND VIETHMAM/ZAM3OT A

RE INFORCED THESE APPREHMENS IONS. THE WEST GAYE AID, THE SOVIET
UNION ONLY ARMS,

4. GORBACHEV DENIED THAT THE IMPOSITION OF COMMUNISH THROUGHOUT
THE WORLD HAD EVER BEEN A SOVIET GOAL: THE po|ME M|M|STER'S
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THINKING HAD NOT MOVED BEYOND THE 1940'S AND 1950'S. THE MARXIST
VIEW OF HISTORY WAS NO MORE THAN A SCIENTIFIC CONCEPTY THEORY,
NOT POLICY. THE CHANGES, PARTICULARLY IN THE DEVELOPING UORLD,
IN WHICH THE WEST ALWAYS SOUGHT TO FIND THE HAND OF THE SOVIET
UNION IN FACT RESULTED FROM OBJECTIVE FACTORS INCLUDING OPPRESSION
AND POVERTY. EVERY COUNTRY HAD THE RIGHT TO CHOOSE ITS PATH,
WHETHER CAPITALIST, DEMOCRATIC OR_SOCIALIST. THE SOVIET UNION
NATURALLY SYMPATHISED WITH THOSE CLOSEST TO ITS OWN SYSTEM, JUST
AS THE WEST DID.

5, IN A SUBSEQUENT EXCHANGE ON THE CHARACTERISTICS WHICH
DIFFERENTIATED SOVIET SOCIALISM FROM WESTERN DEMOCRACY, GORBACHEV
CLAIMED THAT BOURGEOIS DEMOCRACY HAD DEVELOPED A MECHANISM WHICH
OPERATED ''AS EXQUISITELY AS A BALLET'' FOR FOOLING PEOPLE A3OUT
WHO REALLY CONTROLLED THE LEYERS OF POWER [N DEMOCRATIC SOCIETIES,
DISPARITIES OF INCOME WHICH WERE COMMON [N THE UK WOULD BE
INTOLERABLE IN SOVIET SOCIETY WHICH, EQUALLY, COULD NEVER
TOLERATE 3 1/2 MILLION UNEMPLOYED., FREEDOM SHOULD INCLUDE THE
RIGHT TO WORK, THE RIGHT TO QUALITY IN HOUSING AND EDUCATION,

THE RIGHT TO BE PROPERLY REPRESENTED 5‘9 THE-RIGHT MOT TO BE
DISCRIMINATED AGAINST ON GROUNDS OF RACE, THE PRIME MINISTER
RETORTED THAT ONCE TOTAL STATE CONTROL OVER A SOCIETY HAD BEEN
ESTABLISHED, THERE WAS NO POSSIBILITY OF ESCAPE THROUGH CHANGE,
EXPERIENCE SHOWED THAT COUNTRIES WITH FREE ENTERPRISE SYSTEMS
WERE MORE LIKELY TO BE FREE AND OPEN, THE CAPITALIST SYSTEM HAD
SHOWM THAT IT COULD DISTRIBUTE FAR SREATER BENEFITS TO ORD|NMNARY

PEQPLE THAN COULD SOCIALISM, BUT THE WEST HAD NO DESIRE TO
UNDERMINE THE SOVIET SYSTEM ALTHOUSH AN EXTENSION OF PERSOMAL
LIBERTIES WAS DESIRASLE. SHE AND GORBACHEV AGREED THAT DISCUSSIO™S
AT THIS LEVEL OF FRANKNESS WERE VALUABLE AND A STARTING POINT

FOR CONSTRUCTIVE RELATIONS.

ARMS CONTROL
INF

6. THE PRIME MINISTER WELCOMED GORBACHEV'S ABANDONMENT OF THE
UNNECESSARY LINK BETWEEN AN INF AGREEMENT AND PROGRESS ON OTHER
ARMS CONTROL ISSUES, WHILE POINTING OUT THAT THE INF PROBLE™ NEZD
NEVER HAVE ARISEN IF THE SOVIET UNION HAD WITHDRAWN ITS SS23S_

MANY YEARS AGO, AS THE WEST HAD ASKED. ALTHOUGH THE UK'S STRONG
PIEFERENCE WAS FOR A GLOBAL ZERO=-OPTION, A ZERO-OPTION IN EUROPE
4AS ACCEPTASLE PROVIDED THAT AN AGREEMENT |INCLUDED COMSTRAIMTS ON
SRINF, WHICH COULD REACH LARGE AREAS OF WESTERN EUROPE, AND
PROVISION FOR EQUAL CEILINGS ON SRINF WITH A WESTERN RIGHT TO

MATCH SOVIET LEVELS. GORSACHEV SAID THAT THE SOVIET UNION WAS READY
TO ELIMINATE INF IN EUROPE, TO FREZZE SHORTER-RANGE SYSTEMS

AND TO WORK OUT A FOLLOW=-ON AGRESYMENT ON SHORT-2ANGE MISSILES,

TH1S WAS THE PROPOSITION WHICH HAD BEEN PUT TO THE US AT REYKJAVIX,
ALTHOUGH THE AMERICANS WERE NOW DENYING [T. THE SHORTER-2ANSE
SYSTEMS WHICH, AS HE HAD SAID PUBLICLY, THESQVIET UNION WAS PRECARED
TO JITHDRAW FROM THE GDR AMD CZECHOSLOVAKIA, SHOULD BE DESTPOYED

o>
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vvIN FRONT OF TELEVISION CAMERAS'', ANOTHER PPOBLEM WAS THE
APPARENT WESTERN INTENTION OF INCREASING THE NUMBER OF MISSILES
UNDER THE GUISE OF MAKING REDUCTLONS E.G. BY CONVERTING PERSHING
I1S INTO PERSHING 1'S. IF THE WEST BEHAVED IN THIS WAY,6 HE WOULD
DEMAND THAT NATO'S DUAL-CAPABLE AIRCRAFT SHOULD BE INCLUDED IN
THE NEGOTIATION. THE PRIME MINISTER ARGUED THAT THE FOLLOW-ON
NEGOTIATIONS ON SHORT-RANGE MISSILES WOULD ALSO HAVE TO TAKE
ACCOUNT OF THE CONVENTIONAL IMBALANCE: UNLIKE EITHER THE SOVIET
UNION OR THE US, WESTERN EUROPE LIVED UNDER THE THREAT OF
CONVENT IONAL WAR AND NEEDED THE DETERRENCE OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS TO
ENSURE ITS SECURITY. IN A LONG EXCHANGE ON THE VALIDITY OF THE
CONCEPT OF NUCLEAR DETERRENCE, THE PRIME MINISTER AND GORBACHEV
ENERGETICALLY DEPLOYED THE ARGUMENTS CONTAINED |IN THEIR
RESPECTIVE SPEECHES AT THE OFF ICIAL DINNER ON THE EVENING OF

30 MARCH.

STRATEGIC REDUCTIONS

7. THE PRIME MINISTER EXPRESSED SUPPORT FOR REDUCTION OF 50% IN
THE STRATEGIC NUCLEAR WEAPONS OF THE TWO. SUPER=-PCWERS. THIS COULD
BE ACHIEVED WITHOUT UNDERMINING DETERRENCE. GORBACHEV SAID THAT,
ALTHOUGH AT REYKJAVIK THE SOVIET UNION HAD BEEN PREPA2ED TQJ AGREES
TO THE EL]MINATION-OF ALL NUCLEAR WEAPONS, THEY HAD SUBSEQUEMTLY
ACCEPTED THAT A START COULD BE MADE BY 50% REDUCTIONS AND JdAT,
RATHER THAN LOSING THE WAY IN ENDLESS SUB-LIMITS, THES RED”’T'O"S
SHOULD BE MADE IN EACH LEG OF THE STRATEGIC TRIADZ, HE ”Lll“‘W

THAT SHULTZ HAD ALSO ACCEPTED THIS.

SDI

3. SOR3BACHEV ADMITTED THAT IN_MAKING, AT REYKJAVIX, AN [NF
ASREEMENT PART OF A PACKAGE APPROACH, THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT HAD
INTENDED TO INCREASE THE PRESSURE ON SDI. GOR3ACHEV SAID THT HE
WAS WORRIED BY SDI, WHILE CLAIMING THAT THE SOVIET UNION WOULD
HAVE A RESPONSE (UNSPECIFIED) TO IT. THE 3CVIET UNION ¥OULD
NEVER SREAK THE LINK BETWEEN SDI CONSTRAINTS AND STRATEGIC
REDUCTIONS. THE PRIME MINISTER POINTED OUT THAT THE SO! DID NOT

EXIST AND NO30ODY KNEW IFf IT WOULD 3E FEASIBLE: SUT IT WAS
PERFECTLY SENSIBLE TC CONDUCT RESEARCH IN ORDER TO FIND 2UT, SHE
UNDERSTOOD THE SOVIET DESIRE FOR SOME PREDICTABILITY IN THIS AREA,
IT SHOULD BE POSSIBLE TO DEVISE A MEANS OF SETTING OUT THE
PROPOSED ACTIVITIES OF BOTH SIDES, LINKING THIS WITH AM NYDERTAXIMG
NOT TO DEPLOY SDI FOR A FIXED PERIOD. THIS SHOULD MAXE IT ©0SSI3BLE
FOR THE SOVIET UNION TO DE-COUPLE THE START NEGOTIATIONS FROM TAE
SUESTION OF SDI CONSTRAINTS. SORBACHEV COMMENTED THAT THIS WAS AM
INTERESTING, PRACTICAL, PROPOSAL: 3UT THERE COULD ONLY BE
REDUCTIONS IN STRATEGIC WEAPONS IF THERE WERE GUARANTEES AGAIMST
AN ARMS RACE IN SPACE. PER4APS COUNTRIES SHOULD ZEGIN T9 DEFEND
OQUTER SPACE ABOVE THE|R TERRITORIES AS THEY DEFENDED THEIP AR
SPACE.

CONVEH{TIONAL FORCES -3~
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_9. RESPONDING TO THE PRIME MINISTER'S ASSERTION THAT NEGOTIATIONS
WERE NEEDED TO REDUCE THE SOVIET PREPONDERANCE IN CONVENTIONAL
WEAPONS, GORBACHEYV CLAIMED THAT |1SS FIGURES SHOWED THAT THERE
WAS PARITY, OR NEAR PARITY, IN THE CONVENT IONAL WEAPONS 9F THE
TWO ALLIANCES,. NATO HAD NOT RESPONDED TO THE WARSAW PACT

PROPOSALS FOR NEGOTIATIONS ON CONVENTIONAL REDUCTIONS. THE PRIME
MINISTER SAID THAT THE 11SS FIGURES WERE SERIOQUSLY FLAWED AND ‘
TOOK NO ACCOUNT OF GEOGRAPHY, PAST SOVIET BEHAVIOUR

JUSTIF IED WESTERN EUROPEAN FEARS OF SOVIET CONVENTIONAL MIGHT,

Cw

t0. THE PRIME MINISTER POINTED OUT THAT THE UK HAD DESTROYED ALL
ITS CHEMICAL WEAPONS IN THE LATE 1950S, WHEREAS THE SOVIET UNION
HAD DEVELOPED A HUGE STOCKXPILE AND WAS NOW ENGAGED IN FURTHER
MODERNISATION. CHEMICAL WEAPQONS SHOULD BE BANNED TOTALLY, ALTHOUGH
YERIFICATION WOULD BE DIFFICULT. THE UK HAD PUT FORWARD

PROPOSALS TO FACILITATE A BAN. GORBACHEV SAID THAT THE SOVIET
UNHON WAS READY TO COOPERATE. THE SOVIET UNION HAD TAKEN A FIRM
DECISION TO ELIMINATE CW AND HAD EVEM BUILT A PLANT TO HANDLE
THEIR DESTRUCTION.

AFGHANISTAN

11, GORBACHEV SAID THAT HE HAD BEEN ASTONISHED TO SEE A RECENT
STATEMENT BY THE LEADER OF AN AFGHAN ''TERRORIST GROUP'' TO THE
EFFECT THAT AS SOON AS ALL SOVIET TROOPS HAD BEEN WITHDRAWN, ALL
COLLABORATORS WITH THE PRESENT REGIME WOULD BE DESTROYED: THIS
HAD BEEN SAID IN THE PRESENCE OF A BRITISH MINISTER, WHO HAD
ENDORSED IT. THE US CLEARLY DiD NOT WISH TO SEE SETTLEMENT IM
AFGHANISTAN WHICH WOULD ALLOW IT TO BECOME A NEUTRAL AND

NON—AL IGNED STATE, THE SOVIET UNION NEVERTHELESS WISHED TO
WITHDRAW. THE PRIME MINISTER REPLIED THAT IT WAS A GREAT PITY
THAT THE SOVIET UNION HAD INVADED AFGHANISTAN IN THE FIRST PLACE,
THE UK SUPPORTED THE CREATION OF A NEUTRAL, NON-ALIGNED
AFGHANISTAN AND HAD PRESENTED PRQPOSALS FOR THIS AS LONG AGO

AS 1980, BUT THIS COULD NOT BE ACHIEVED UNTIL THE SOVIET
OCCUPATION WAS ENDED AND ELECTIONS HELD (AS THE UK HAD DONE

IN RHODESIA)., SHE RECOSNISED ALL THE DIFFICULTIES 3UT URGED

THE SOVIET UNION TO TAKE THE PLUNGE.

ENDS PART'L
&rS . $00 PART 1)
"*PERESTROIKA"Y

12. GORSACHEY SAID THAT THERE WAS 3R0AD SUSPORT FAR RIS IOMESTIC
POLICIES AMONG TdE INTELLICENTSHA AND WORX|ING TLASS, ALTHJURY
TAGSE WHD WERE PERFECTLY COMFZATASLE WITHOUT '*RESTINCTUCIMG®®
AERE A PROBLEM, A WIDE DEJATE wAS UYMDER wAY WITHIN SOVIET

Cor”  cwiial
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SOCIETY: THE WORKERS WEAE KEEN TO EXD A SITUATION IN WHICH THEY °
QECEIVED WAGES FOR MAKING INFERIOR PRODUCTS AND THEY SUP2NRTED
THE DRIVE FOR IMPROVED QUALITY. THE WHOLE SYSTEM OF ECONOMIC
WANAGEMENT WOULD 3E COMPLETELY REFQRMED, SWITCHING FROM
ADMI41STRATIVE TO ECONOMIC METHODS. MEANWHILE, HE FOUND THAT
4E WwA3 CRITICISED FROM THE LEFT FOR BEINS TOO SLOW, FPOY THE
RIGHT FOR BEING TOO AQUICK AND FQOM OUTSICE THE SOVIST UNION IR
NOT GOING FAR ENOQUSH, 1.E. CHANGING THE SYSTEM, AFTE2 OUTLIMING
THE 4AIN FEATURES OF HIS ECONOMIC REFOIRM, 3033ACHEV SA 1D THAT A
PARTICULAR PRIORITY WAS TO COMBAT ''THE IMPORT DESEASE'*: THIS
HMEANT THAT MOST INVESTMENT WAS BEING CHANNELLED TO THE
MACH |NE=3UILDING AND CHEMICAL INDUSTRIES. ACHIEVEMENTS T JATE
WAD COME FROM BETTER DISCIPLINE AND ORGANISATION: 3yT THE ROOTS
OF THE PROBLEM H4AD SCARCELY BEEN TOUCHED. PEOPLE WAD T) 3E SIVEN
TIME T ADAPT. THE TASK NOW WAS TO CONCENTRATE ON IMPLEMENTING WHAT
A5 ALREADY 3EEN MAPPED OUT, RATHER THAN COMING 4P WITH “J2E MEYW
|JEAS. THE PRIME MINISTER SHOULD COME 3ACK |t T40 0P THRER YEA3S
TIHE AND LJOK AT PROGRESS.

HUAAN R IGATS

13. NENYING GORBACMEV'S ACCUSATINN THAT SHE SEE¥3 TO Stk
SYERYTAING CINNECTED #1Th THE SOVIET UNION AS SLACK, THE oR | “E
“WINISTER S410 THAT SHE wWaS IN FACT MORE OPTIMISTIC A?QUT THE
33VET UNI0N THAAN SHE HAD EVER 2EEN. THE DEVELZPYENTS WHICH
SOR3ACHEY HAD SET IN TRAIN WOULD SENEFIT NOT ONLY HIS O
COUNTAY 2UT 40ULD ALSO EMGENMDER GREATED TRUST AH4D SOMFISEXNCE

ON THE PART OF JTHERS. SHE UNDERSTIND THE DIFFICULTIES YT MNNOED
THAT GORBACHEY WOULD PERSIST AND, IN PARTICULA®, THAT 402E
PRISONERS OF CONSCIENCE AND DISSIDENTS WOULD SE RELEASEZ. THER
wERE MANY MORE WHO WOULD LIXE PERMISSICN T2 LEAVE THE SIVIET
UN1ON. THE JEWISA COMMUNITY SHOULD BE BETTER TREATED A4D JEWS
ALLOWED TO LEAVE THE COUNTRY IF THEY WISHED T 09 SO. G0SRACHEY
SAID THAT THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT CONSIDERED ALL HUMANITARIAN
PROSLEMS VERY ATTENTIVELY AND WOULD CONTINUE TO DEAL WITH TYEM
#1TH SVE! %0ORE CARE. THE PRIME *)NISTER SAID THAT THE SOVIET una
HAS EYUTERED INTO SPECIFIC AGREEMEMTS AT HELS 14X 13 SHE WAS ZULY
ASKING THAT THEY SHOULD 32 OZ2SERVED. S0R3ACHEY REPEATED THAT

THE 3OVIET UNIOK WAS ALREADY CONSIDERING ¥1TH4 THE TH0ST CAPE
AUESTIONS OF EXIT VISAS AND QEUNIFISATION OF FAMILIES: I8 THE
WAJIRITY OF CASES A POSITIVE DECISICN 9AS EACHED, WITH OHLY A

-5- |Fem
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FEs cXCEPTIONS FOR #dICH THERE WERE 500D 2EASONS, THE P23 |ME
MINISTER POINTED OUT THAT THE WAY IN WHICH THE SOVIET URINY TIEATE?
ITS Ow:x PEJPLE wWAS A CRUCIAL FACTOR 1IN HOW SELATIQMS WITH T

4ERE RESARDEZ BY THE WEST AND [N THE PAnNSPECTS FOR REATHINA

ACRZEMENTS.

18, SEz VIR
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|NFO IMMEDIATE WASHINGTON, PARIS, BONN, UKDEL NAT
|NFO PRIORITY £AST EUROPEAN POSTS

MIPT: PRIME MIMISTER'S y1SIT TO MOSCOM: PREL IHMINARY ASSESSMENT

. - AHE P3| ME ¥INISTER'S VISIT

706 60: BUT IT 1S ALREADY CLEAR THAT IT HAS BEEN 8

AND PROBABLY yn1QuE, EVENT RBOTH IN UK/SOVIET RELATICNS &ND
,EAST/WEST RELATIONS AS A WHOLE. THIS IS wOT =ZCAUSE IT HAS
PRODUCED A BREAKTHROUGH IN ANY CURRENT APEA OF EAST/WEST
NESDTIATION: OR BECAUSE IT HAS PRODUCED 2LATERAL AGREEMENTS,
USEFUL THOUGH THOSE (ON SC!ENTIFlC COOPERATION IN SPACE, YPGRADINS
THE HOT-LINE, EXPANDING CULTURAL AND |RFORMATION ACTIVITIES AND

GN EMBASSY SITES) SHOULD PROVE TO BE. IT IS, RATHE®, ’ECAUSE

THE VISIT HAS BEEN THE OCCASION FOR MORE CANDID AND COHERENT
EXCHANGES ON NEARLY ALL ASPECTS OF THE EAST/WEST RELATIONSHI?

THAN HAVE, TO MY KNOWLEDGE, EVER TAKEN PLACE BETWEEN A SOVIET
LEADER AND THE HEAD OF A WESTERN GOVERNMENT. AS THE PRIME MINISTER
TOLD THE PRESS, SHE COULD NCT REMEMBER EVER HAV NG SPENT SO “ucCH
TIME (N D1SCUSSION w1TH ANCTHER WORLD LEADER.

2. A NOTABLE FACTOR OF THE VISIT HAS DBEEN THE CONTRAST IETWEE"
ITS ATMOSPHERE, [N TERMS OF THE PRIME MINISTER'S RELATIONS BOTH
w|T4 GORBACHEV HIMSELF AND WwiTH THE SCVIET pEOFLE AT LASGE ARD
ITS SUSSTANCE. ALTHOUGH WIDELY DIVERGENT VIEYS HAVE'ééEN

EXPRESSED, BOTH IN PRIVATE AND = N §PEECHES, ON SOVIET TV ANT 10
TAE WORLD PRESS - IN PUBLIC WITH PROBABLY 1JNPRECEDENTED FRANKNESS
AND VIGOUR, THE PERSONAL QELATIONSHIP 1S AT LEAST AS VWARM,

IF NOT WARMER, AT THE END OF THE VISIT THAN |T WAS AT ITS QUTSET:
WHILE PUBLIC INTEREST IN AND ENTHUSIASM FOR THE PRIME MINISTE®
EXCEEDS ANYTHING WHICH | CAN RECALL DURING A vISIT 2y A FORE IGY
STATESHAN. AT A SMALL PRIVATE DINNER PARTY - IN |TSELF, TO ™Y
KNOWLEDGE, W1 THOUT PRECEDENT - ON 31 MARCH, GORBACHEV JOV LALLY
DESCRIBED HIS TALKS WITH THE PRIME MINISTER HAS HAVING BEEN
"TEMPESTUCUS 3UT WITH GREAT CLARITY'.

3, THE VISIT'S [MPORTANCE LIES IN THE £ACT THAT THE SOVIET
LEADERSHIP HAS BEEN EXPOSED TOA MORE COMPREHENSIVE, RATIONAL T
JOTALLY UNFUDGED EXPOSITION OF CENTRAL WESTERN VIEWPDINTS THAX,
pROBABLY, |T HAS EVER ENCOUNTERED, THE TALKS REVEALED THAT,
HGWEVER INTELLIGENT AND SOPH1ST ICATED GORBACHEV AND HIS SENIOP
COLLEAGUES MAY BE BY COMPAR (SON WiTH PREVIOUS SENE?AT|ONS OF
sovIET LEADERS, THEY STILL WARBOUR AN EXTPAORDIMARY NEGREE

OF M\SCSNCE?TION AND MlSlNFORH&TlON ABQUT WESTERN LIFE AND VALUES:
\f THERE WERE EVER DOUZTS 1BOUT WHETHER GORBACHEV 1S A vEEL IEVER',
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THE PRIME YINISTER'S DISCUSSIONS wiTH W14 HAVE DISPELLED THEM.
THE SAME APPLIES A FORTIORE TO RYZAKIV. DISPELL ING THESE
MISCONCEPT\ONS AnD REPLACINS THEM WITH A LESS DISTORTED VIEW OF
IﬂTERNAT\ONAL REALITIES wiLL BE A LONG PUT |MPORTANT TASX. TO
TH1S, THE DlSCUSSlONS WHICH THE PR I%E MINISTER HAS HAT HERE -
wH ILE CONTAINING A CERTAIN ELEMENT OF SHOCK TOEATMENT = HAVE “MADE
AN INVALUAELE BESINNING. | THE LONSER TERM, AS THE FULL
S\GNlFlCAﬂCE 0rF KEY POINTS 1IN THE PRIME MINISTER'S PQESENTATION
GRADUALLY SINKS IR, THE EAST/WEST PELATIONSHIP CAN ouLY SENEFIT.
THE VISIT HAS gROUSHT A GUST OF FRESH AIP INTO EOTH THE
EAST/WEST AND OUR DILATERAL DIALOGUE. THE TRADITIONAL FLANNEL
IN WHICH BASIC DISAGREEMENTS HAVE ON SO MANY nCCAS 1OMS 2EEN
WRAPPED UP HAS BEEN REMOVED: BOTH SIDES NOW KNOVW MUCH MORE
CLEARLY WHERE THE OTHER STANDS.

4. BILATERALLY, THE MEMORANDUM o] UNDERSTANDING on CULTURE,
|NFORMATION AND EDUCATION 1S MUCH MORE SPECIFIC THAN ANY

SIMILAR DOCUMENT T0 WHICH THE SOVIET UNION HAS HITHERTO SUBSCRIBET,
AT LEAST WITH A WESTERN COUNTRY, AND PROVIDES & GNOD |NSTRUMENT
WITH WHICH TO HOLD OPER THE W INDOW nF 'GLASNOST'. OF MORE

IMMED | ATE |MPORTANCE ARE THE COMMERCIAL C NTRACTS, AMOUNT ING TO
CLOSE ON £433 MILLION, WHICH WERE EITHER HASTENED ALONG BY THE
PROSPECT OF THE PRIME MINISTER'S VISIT OR = IN THE CASE OF JOHN
BROWN'S CONTRACT, SIGNED LATE ON 31 MARCH - WERE SECURET

THROUGH ACTIVE INTERVENTION AT THE HIGHEST LEVEL.

5., A MORE CONS | DERED ASSESSMENT WILL FOLLOW WHEN WE 4AYE BEEN
ABLE TO DIGEST THE I|MPACT OF THE VISIT, EG FROM MEDIA COMMENT

WHEN 1T IS QVER, AND THE FULL RANGE OF SOVIET REACTIONS TO 1T,
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!EASE PASS FOLLOWING MESSAGE FROM THE PRIME MINISTER TO PRESIDENT
REAGAN

Dear Ron,
I have just got back from my visit to the Soviet Union and want to
let you know straightaway how it went. Geoffrey Howe will be giving

George Shultz a detailed account next week.

I found Mr. Gorbachev in very vigorous and robust form. Although it
is always difficult to tell in the Soviet system, he gave every
appearance of being fully in charge, without any need to consult

his colleagues. He spoke with the utmost confidence and assurance.
It was noticeable how Ryzhkov deferred to him. Despite some
controversy over his reform and restructuring plans, I would say that

he is very firmly in the saddle.

I was very struck by the prominent role which Mrs. Gorbachev
played in the visit. Both of them went to great lengths to be
good hosts. We ended with a very informal supper party attended only

by Mr and Mrs Ryzhkov at which we talked very freely.

Gorbachev is determined to press ahead with his plans for internal
reform. He appears to realise that it will take time to get results
in the economy: he spoke of 5-7 years being needed. He talks about
his aims with almost messianic fervour. At our private supper he
speculated freely about such long-term ideas as paying people more
and then charging them something for services like health and
education. He talks about the need for incentives. He clearly
recognises what a poor state the Soviet economy is in. But some of
his ideas appear simplistic. One cannot yet see quite how they will
deliver increasing prosperity on the stzale he wants and needs. I
doubt that he is ready to take the sort of steps needed for really
fundamental reform. Even so, I am firmly convinced that it is in
our interest to encourage him, especially in his endeavours to create

a much more open society.

My talks with Gorbachev lasted some 12 hours. He himself described

them as having been somewhat turbulent but having great clarity. What
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struck me most was that, however sophisticated Gorbachev and his
senior colleagues may be by comparison with previous generations

of Soviet leaders, they still harbour an extraordinary degree of
misconception and misinformation about Western life and values.

If ever I had any doubts whether Gorbachev isr;Q”believer”

talks with him dispelled them. I tried to show him a less distorted
view of international realities, spelling out with complete

candour the reasons for the West's apprehensions about Soviet

policies and intentions./71 told him that while we welcomed his

commitment to internal reform, we still awaited signs of change in
Soviet external policies.éVHe did at least claim that the aim of
extending Communist domination throughout the world was only a

' =L fo - : i
scientific concept of tle practical relevance to Soviet policies.

On arms control I endured a long lament about how the West responded
to Soviet initiatives by creating new linkages and conditions. But
I believe that I was able to move him towards acceptance in

practice of the step by step approach which we agreed at Camp David
last year. He is keen to complete an INF agreement and accepts

that it must include constraints on shorter-range systems, although
he is not prepared to accept a Western right to match Soviet levels
(which I said was a key point). He also objects to the plans to
downgrade Pershing IIs to Pershing Is. He professed willingness

to withdraw the SS22s and SS23s from Europe and'hestroy them in
front of the television cameras? He accepts that there should be
immediate follow-on negotiations on short-range weapons, but insists
that these should include US forward-based systems, including the
dual-capable aircraft. I reminded him that the Soviet Union had far
more aircraft in this category. His aim is patently the
denuclearisation of Europe. I left him in no doubt that I would never

accept this.

These are points which your negotiations will have to pursue in
Geneva. But he seems genuinely anxious to have an agreement which
he can present as a concrete achievement for his new apnroach. I
would think that there is a pretty reasonable prospect of getting
such an agreement which meets our requirements by the end of this

year.
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He also seems ready to make progress towards agreement on chemical
weapons, although I realise that this may in part be tactical because
of Soviet fears that the United States will resume production of such
weapons. But he was very much tougher on the link between START

and SDI. I put to him my ideas on greater predictability. He
described them as an interesting, practical proposal but gave no sign
of flexibility. Although he subscribes to th éeed for early
negotiations to reduce conventional weapons he tries to deny that
there is an imbalance in the Soviet Union's favour. This does not

augur well for serious discussions.

I detected little sign of new thinking on Afghanistan. EHe and his
colleagues are clearly much exercised about the problem and are
thrashing around looking for a way out. But they are still not
ready to accept that the present regime is not an adequate basis

for political reconciliation.

He objected strongly to my raising human rights, but nevertheless
gave some quite useful assurances about the treatment of individual

cases. My feeling is that we shall see some progress, albeit slow,

on this front.A/The visit was very well worthwhile on at least three

counts:

Gorbachev needs to be told in plain, unvarnished terms

what the Western viewpoint is. And he was. It was
interesting that he did not allow my frankness to affect

our personal relationshin. I was also able to get our point
of view across to a much wider audience on Soviet television.
I was interviewed for some 50 minutes and every word was
transmitted, even though I made some very explicit comments

about the Soviet system and their policies.

we have an interest in supporting his reform policies, even
if their results are modest. As Sakharov has said, an open
society is safer for its neighbours. We should rush Gorbachev

to recognise that.

the response of the Russian people was remarkable on my
walkabouts in Moscow, Zagorsk and Tbilisi. There is clearly
a deep longing for contact with the West. We should take

every opportunity to exploit glasnost to make ourselves and
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our societies better known to them.
I hope that you will hold this information closely. I 1look
forward to discussing these matters more fully with you when
we next meet.

Warm regards,

Yours, Margaret
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FROM PRIWATE SECRETARY
WiPT (NOT TO ALL): OSECKETARY OF STATE'S DIKNER WITH SHEVARDNALZE,
31 MARCH: CAMBODIA

SUMMARY

1. SECRETARY OF STATE PRESSES SOVIET UNIONM TG EXERT «INFLUENCE

VN VHETNAM TO WITHDRAW TROOPS FROM CAMBODYA, SHEVARDNALZE MAYNTAUNS
SOVAET UNYON COULD NOT DO THES EFFECTAVELY EVEN F T WANTED TO,
BUT CLAWMS TO SEE SIGNS OF A POTENTIAL SETTLEMERT EMERGING,

p——

T
DETAIL

9., THE SECRETARY OF STATE SAWD THAT THE CHUNESE HAD MADE T
CLEAR THAT THE VETNAMESE OCCUPATHON OF CAMECDMA WAS THE MAIN
OBSTACLE &N THEM®R RELATIMONS WiITH THE RUSSPANS. HE COULD NOT
UNDERSTAND WHAT THE RUSSHANS GAGNED FROM 4T, THENR SUPPORT FOK
VAETNAM WAS COSTANG THEM EMORMOUS SUMS: 1T WAS NOT POSSIELE TO
SEE A MORE SETTLED FUTURE FOR CAMBOUDMA WiTHOUT A VIETKAMESE
WHTHDRAWAL . WHY COULD THE RUSSIEANS NOT EXERT MORE JNFLUENCE

ON VAETNAM?

3. SHEVARDNADZE SA4D THAT HE HAD HAD EXTENSIVE DISCUSSIOKS
DURIHNG HHS RECENT TOUR TC AUSTRALA, ASEAN COUNTRIES AND
WNDONESTA. HE ADDED A L4TTLE ACIDLY THAT THE AUSTRALVANGS HAD
BEEN MORE ‘MNTERESTED " PERESTROIKA THAK CAMBODMA. (HE ALSO
ADDED % PARENTHES!S THAT HE HAD FEEN VERY #MPRESSED wiTH
AUSTRALAA) .

4, THE PROBLEM WAS THAT THERE WAS UITTLE THE SOW'ET UNON
COULD DO TO 'INFLUENCE WIETNAM, T WAS KOT AS SPMPLE AS WE AND THE
CHINESE MAMNTAMNED, THE VAETNAMESE HAD COMMITMENTS TO CAMEQODIA.
THE SOVHET UNION HAD FOR HISTORICAL REASORS A SPECIAL RELATIONSHP
WHETH VIBETNAM, BUT THEY CERTAJNLY COULD NOT AFFORD THE LUXURY OF
PRESSURH'SING THEM, AND EVEN 1§ THEY Did 1T wlulLlD RE YWEFFECTIVE,
THE Y'METNAMESE MADE UP THEA® OWN MIADS, AS THE AMERICANS HAL

OUND _QUT H AETNAMESE DD N WANT TO wiTHDRAW THEWE TROCPS.




Sl SOVWET UNBON WAD FOR WHSTORMCAL REASONS A SPECYWAL RELATHONSHIP
WHTH VAETNAM, BUT THEY CERTAMNLY COULD NOT AFFORD THE LUXURY OF
PRESSURMSING THEM, AND EVEN @F THEY Did W7 WOULD BE WNEFFECTAWE,
THE VOETNAMESE MADE UP THEWR OWN MINDS, AS THE AMERMCANS HAD
FOUND OUT. THE WIETNAMESE DWD N WANT TO WHTHDRAW THEWR TROOPS.
THE CAMBODWAN LEADERSHS® WERE READY TO MAKE A SEOUS EFFORT TO
ACHSEVE NATHONAL ACCORD AND WERE READY TO COOPERATE WiTH THE
OPPOSHTHION GROUPS, WNCLUDWNG SHHANOUK, BUT WTH THE EXCEPTAHON
OF POL POT. THE LATTER POMNT WAS UNDERSTANDABLE: THE MUSEUM OF
POL POT CREMES WHECH ME WAD SEEN & CAMBODMA MADE ANYTHING THE
NAZHS WAD DONE WM EUROPE LOOK LWKE CHILD'S PLAY.

%, HE MMGHT SE OVER-OPTHMESTCY BUT HE HAD DERMVED AN HMPRESSHON
Wi (MDONESIA,: THAALAND AND #WDO-CHHNA THAT THERE WERE SOME

QUTLMNES EMERGING OF R"PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT WHICH BOTH ASEAN

AND THE WMDO-CHINESE COULD SUPPORT. NOT EVERYONE HWAD AN SNTEREST
W SUPPORTYWG THIlS,: AND MT WAS ESSENTWAL THAT THERE SHOULD BE NO
OUTSHDE AWTERFERENCE WWTH THE PROCESS. THE PROCESS OF

ACHIEVANG A NATWONAL CONSENSUS WOULD WAVE TO START BEFORE VWETNAMESE
TROOPS LEFTy AND CONTHMUE AFTER THEY HAD GONE.

6. THE SECRETARY OF STAE SAND WE WERE ENGAGED N SEVERAL WAYS.
THE CONTANUIING ECONOMIC FAM.URE OF VETNAM LED TO REFUGEES
ARRGVAING WK HONG KONG, WE ALSO BECAME WNVOLVED #N THE REFUGEE
PROBLEM ON THE THAM BORDER. AND AS PERMANENT MEMBERS OF THE
SECURWTY COUNCHL WE MAD A STRONG ®WTEREST @M REMOVING THE CAUSE
OF THUS FESTERWNG SORE. WE WAD NO BRWEF FOR POL POT. CAMBODWA
NEEDED TO FWWD @S OWN DEMOCRATAC GOVERNMENT:, WHCH THE PRESENCE
OF VAETNAMESE FORCES MADE MORE DAFFWCULT. MWE COULD SEE THE
SOVHET WNTEREST #IN VAETNAM,: PARTACULARLY GIWEK THE CAM RANH
BASEY! WHACH HE COULD UNDERSTAND THAT THE RUSSWANS WWSHED TO KEEP.
BUT THE COST TO THE SOVAET UNMON OF SUPPORTNG THE WIETNAMESE
ECONOMY;: AND THE CONSEQUENCES FOR POLMTHCAL RELATIONS WHTH
CHINA LOOKED TO US DISPROPORTAONATE.

7. SHEVARDNADZE ROSE STRONGLY TO THE MENT:MON OF CAM RANH,
SAYRMNG THAT THE SOVAET UNHON WAS SURROUNDED BY FOREMGN BASES
AND COULD SURELY HAVE JUST ONE OF TS OwN., HE CONTANUED THAT
THE CAMBODMAN SATUATHON COULD NOT BE SOLVED OVERNMGHT. THE
REASONS FOR THE WPOVERIGHED VHETNAMESE ECONOMY WERE WELL KNOWN
T0 EVERYONE. WE SHOULD ESTABLASH A BETTER DFALOGUE WHTH
WANOM. BUT AN THE END THE CAMBOD#AN PROBLEM COULD ONLY BE
RESOLVED BY THE COUNTRYES AN THE REGHON.

8. WN A RATHER REPETWTVE DISCUSSAION THE SECRETARY OF STATE
REFERRED TO THE LONG HSTORY OF THE VMETNAMESE CONFLACT:' AKD
REPEATED THAT THE SOVHET UNMON WETH #TS CLOSE HINVOLVEMENT AN

THE AREA OUGHT TO BE ABLE TO BRMNG SOME MNFLUENCE TO BEAR.
SHEVARDNADZE CONTANUED TO MAJNTAHN THAT THPS WAS NOT PRACTHCAL
POLWTHCSs THE SOVAET UMHON COULD NO MORE AMNFLUENCE VAETNAM
THAT WE COULD #NFLUENCE SOUTH AFRICAY i SPWTE OF OUR CLOSE THES
WITH THAT COUNTRY. OUTSMDE POWERS COULD ONLY HELP THE COUNTRIES
W THE REGHON TO REACH AGREEMENT AMONG THEMSELVES. THE SECRETARY
OF STATE SAAD THAT HE HAD NOT RAMSED THKS WSSUE PURELY N

ORDER TO BE CRMMUCAL OF THE SOVHET UNHON, BUT Wl AN EFFORT TO
FID SOME COMMON PERCEPTHON OF A HUMANIWTARMAN PROBLEM WH4CH HAD
GONE ON FAR TOO LONG. HE WOULD L#KE TO COME BACK TO #T ON ANOTHER
OCCASMON, AND MEANWHALE LOOKED FORWARD TO HiS OWN VHSKT TO THE
REGHON.
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FROM PR:WATE SECRETARY

SECRETARY OF STATE'S TALKS WATH SHEVARDNADZE

1. SHEVARDNADZE GAVE SMALL WORK:#NG DNNER FOR THE SECRETARY

OF STATE N PARALLEL WITH GORBACHEV'S RESTRACTED DMNNER FOR
THE PRYME "MININSTER. REGHONAL AGENDA COMPLETED, WHTH DHSCUSSION
OF SHNO/SOVHET., THE TWO KOREAS, V:HETNAM/CAMBODHA, NUCLEAR
PROLYFERATIHON ON THE SUBCONTHNENT, AND AFGHANMSTAN (FOR WHICH
SEE MY 5 1F TS COPHED TO VARHOUS POSTS). LHTTLE GMVE ON
SUBSTANCE BUT CANDHD AND SERMOUS EXCHANGES. SHEVARDNADZE'S
WNWETATIHON TO SECRETARY OF STATE TO WHSINT THE SOVHET UNUON
CONFI'RMED AND ACCEPTED. NO DATES D#SCUSSED.

2. SHEVARDNADZE CONCLUDED BY SAYu#MNG THAT DISCUSSHONS OVER TwO
DAYS WiiTH THE PRHME MINUSTER AND THE SECRETARY OF STATE HAD BEEN
FINTENSWE AND SWNTERESTNG., THERE WERE w:hDE DMWVERGENCES BUT COMMON
ANTERESTS HAD BEEN :WDENTHFIED. THE SERIES OF FORE:HGN MINASTER
MEET'WNGS MUST CONTWINUE. A CALM AND PRODUCTHWE ATMOSPHERE HAD
BEEN CREATED ¢N WHHCH DMFFHCULT sHSSUES COULD BE ADDRESSED.

3. THE SECRETARY OF STATE AGREED WHEN HE BECAME FOREMGN SECRETARY
THE PRAME MINHSTE AND HE HAD SET AS THEMR MOST UMPORTANT TASK THE
FMPROVEMENT OF RELATHIONS BETWEEN EAST AND WEST. THERE WERE STHLL
LARGE DWFFERENCES, SOME DUE TO FAMLURE TO SEE THE TRUTH ABOUT THE
OTHER SHDE, OTHERS MORE SERIOUS THAN THAT. BUT THEY HAD MADE

A START 1N LOOKING FOR COMMON GROUND.

L., THE SECRETARY OF STATE TOOK ADVANTAGE OF CONCLUDHNG COURTESHES
TO ASK FOR SOVIHET HELP N ARRANG™NG THE STUDY VilstliT TO S:BERWA OF
AN EXPERT :IN THE MIGRATORY HABATS OF BEWICK SWANS. HE ASKED ALSO /THA:T—
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THAT FAVOURABLE CONS/IDERAT:HON BE GHVEN TO A REQUEST BY THE

BRWTHISH NAT-HONAL RA‘LWAY MUSEUM FOR AN ANT:QUE SOVAET LOCOMOT:WE.
SHEVARDNADZE AGREED TO LOOK «#NTO THESE REQUESTS, WHICH THE EMBASSY
WitL FOLLOW UP.
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FOLLOWING FROM PRiWWATE SECRETARY

MIPT (NOT TO ALL): SECRETARY OF STATE'S DJIANER W:.ITH SHEVARDNADZE,
31 MARCH: KOREA

SUMMARY

1. SECRETARY OF STATE DELMWERS PRESMENT CHUN'S MESSAGE. SHEVARDNADZE
UNRECEPT/IVE ON JOMNT ENTRY TO UN,: SUGGESTS PROGRESS ON D:ALOGUE

AND JOMNT STAGING OF OLYMPHC GAMES. SHEVARDNADZE APPARENTLY SEEKHNG
TO PERSUADE HIMSELF THAT NORTH KOREA WHOLY TO FOLLOW SOUTH KOREA
ECONOM:JCALLY.

DETAsfIL

2. THE SECRETARY OF STATE STRESSED THE «MPORTANCE OF ENCOURAGIMNG THE
TWO KOREAS TO DEVELOP BETTER RELATHONS. THE SOUTH KOREAN FOREHGN
MINHISTER,' WHO HAD RECENTLY BEEN N LONDON, HAD ASKED uU§ TO CONVEY
A MESSAGE FROM THE SOUTH KOREAN PRESMUDENT THAT SOUTH KOREA WISHED
TO HAVE BETTER RELATHONS WHTH THE NORTH, AND A SUCCESSFUL
RESOLUT:HON OF PROBLEMS ON THE OLYMPiC GAMES, THE PRESMDENT THOUGHT
THAT THE BEST PROSPECT WOULD BE TO FHND A WAY FOR BOTH SOUTH AND
NORTH TO ENTER THE UN AT THE SAME THME. HE WHISHED US TO CONVEY

H1iS WiSH FOR CONSTRUCTHVE DNALOGUE WATH THE NORTH. FOR OUR PART),
ALTHOUGH WE WERE FAR DiSTANT, WE HAD A CLOSE 'BNTEREST W RESOLVING
THES POSS:BLE SOURCE OF TENSHON.

3, SHEVARDNADZE REPL'WED THAT SOWET CONTACTS WHTH NORTH KOREA WERE
FA4RLY CLOSE, THOUGH THEY HAD FEw WiiTH THE SOUTH. THE NORTH KOREAN
OBJECTHWE REMAWNED REUNAFACATHON. THEY WERE PREPARED FOR DAALOGUE:
AND HdiS UNDERSTANDIING WAS THAT A MEETHMNG BETWEEN THE TWO PRUME
MINISTERS WAS sMMANENT TO DiSCUSS THE RAFT OF PROBLEMS WHICH HAD
ACCUMULATED. THE NORTH KOREANS THOUGHT THAT FOR BOTH COUNTRUES

TO ENTER THE UN WOULD PERPETUATE THE PRESENT DRWISHON. THE RUSSHANS
HAD SOME SYMPATHY W:HTH THIS POANT OF VsiEW, HE THOUGHT THAT AN
ARRANGEMENT FOR JOUNT STAGING OF THE OLYMPHC GAMES BY THE TwO
COUNTRIES WiTH SOME EVENTS TAKING PLACE #iN PYONGYANG MiGHT BE
HELPFUL. 4T WOULD BE USEFUL ¥ THE UK COULD SUPPORT TH#S #DEA, AS
MANY OTHERS ALREADY DD, THE SECRETARY OF STATE SA#D HE

UNDERSTOOD THAT THERE WAS SOME DRSCUSSHMON OF THNS GOMNG ON. Wil
WOULD BE A NJCE CHANGE @f SPORT FOR ONCE Dyi#iMiISHED ‘WNTERNATHONAL
TENSHON RATHER THAN tPNCREASENG 11T,
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4, SHEVARDNADZE MABNTAHNED THAT THE PRESENCE OF US TROOPS WAS A
SERKOUS OBSTACLE *iN THE WAY OF RECONCHLMBATHON. SOUTH KOREA HAD A
LARGER POPULATH:ON THAN THE NORTH AND MUCH LARGER ARMED FORCES,
AS WELL AS A STRONG ECONOMY. THE NORTH WAS WEAKER N POPULATHON,
TROOP NUMBERS AND EQUBPMENT. THERE WAS NO REASON FOR A CONTENUANG
US PRESSENCE OF 40,000 MEN AND BASES. «# THEY WENT THE TwO
KOREAS MIGHT F4IND COMMON GROUND. ##N PRACTHICE HE THOUGHT THERE WAS
LIWTTLE PROSPECT OF THeSt THE BEST WAY FORWARD #iN THE #MMEDHATE
FUTURE MIGHT BE A JOJAWT EFFORT ON THE OLYMP#C GAMES AND THE
PROMOT:ON OF HHKGH LEVEL DWALOGUE BETWEEN THE TWO COUNTRHES.

5, THE SECRETARY OF STATE SAD THAT THWNGS LOOKED VERY DAFFERENT
FROM THE OTHER SHiDE OF THE BORDER. WHEN HE HAD VHSHTTED PAN

JUM JOM,+ HE HAD FELT THE COLD WAR AS NEVER BEFORE. THE SOUTH KOREANS
WANTED US TROOPS TO STAY BECAUSE OF THEW®R Viltv:hD MEMORKES OF
AINVASHON FROM THE NORTH,  WHICH HAD LED N THE FeRST HMNSTANCE TO

THE ¢WNTRODUCTH:ON OF UN TROOPS, BUT HE WOULD CONVEY THE SOViHET
REACTHON TO THE SQUTH KOREANS.

6. THE SECRETARY OF STATE COMMENTED ON THE PROSPER#TY OF

SOUTH KOREA,. SHEVARDNADZE AGREED THAT #fT WAS !MPRESSWWE. HOWEVER
HE HAD RECENTLY VHGHTED NORTH KOREA AFTER A 15 YEAR GAP AND SAW
SHGNHFACANT PROGRESS THERE AS WELL. *NT WAS UNFORTUNATE THAT THEY
HAD TO SPEND SO MUCH ON ARMS WH::CH COULD BE BETTER SPENT ELSEWHERE.
NORTH KOREA DD NOT HAVE THE BENEFAT OF US TAXPAYERS MONEY, OR
EXPEND#TURE BY FORE#GN TROOPS., THE SECRETARY OF STATE COMMENTED

ON SOVHET ARMS SUPPL#ES TO NORTH KOREAy TO WHaCH SHEVARDNADZE
RESPONDED THAT THE NORTH KOREANS HAD TO PAY &N FULL FOR THEM.

7. SUMMMING UP:y: SHEVARDNADZE SA#D THAT A STEP BY STEP APPROACH

SEEMED RiIGHTs THERE WAS UNLYELY TO BE SWEEPHING CHANGE

OVERNSMGHT . JUST HAVIING A HHGH LEVEL DMALOGUE BETWEEN THE TWC WAS

ALREADY SHIGNAFWCANT PROGRESS. THE SECRETARY OF STATE SA¢D THAT HE

HAD HEARD DENG XPAOPHING SPECULATE ABOUT THE USE OF HiiS ONE

COUNTRY TWO SYSTEMS sliN RELATHON TO KOREA. THIS MIGHT BE EASHER TO

STATE THAN ACH#EVE. SHEVARDNADZE SA#D THAT HE D4D NOT RULE «T OUT.

BUT ONLY THE KOREANS THEMSELVES COULD REACH AGREEMENT. HE ADVHISED

THE SECRETARY OF STATE TO Vai&MT NORTH KOREA. THE SECRETARY OF /S‘Tﬂ'lﬁ

.
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STATE SAMD HURRMEDLY THAT HE THOUGHT THERE WAS LIMTTLE LiOKELMHOOD

OF THIS.
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THE QUOTE FROM THE PRIME MINISTER FOR THE JEWISH CHRONICLE

The plight of the Jewish people has never been far from my

thoughts during this remarkable visit to Moscow.

I have welcomed the stepns which the Soviet authorities have taken

to release those imprisoned for their beliefs and to allow those who
wish to leave the country to do so. Basing myself on the
obligations accepted by the Soviet Union under the Helsinki Final
Act, I have urged the Soviet leadership to continue and

accelerate this process.

The Foreign Secretary also handed to Mr., Shevardnadze on Monday
lists of more than 130 people who have been denied exit visas

or wish to be reunited with their families. Mr. Gorbachev told
me individual cases would continue to be dealt with with care

and attention and with positive results where possible. I regard
this as a key to achieving greater trust and confidence between

our two nations.

This morning I have had breakfast with three Jews -

Mr. and Mrs. Iosif Begun and Mrs. Rosa Ioffe. 1 have learnt
first hand from them the problems they have faced with courage
and fortitude - problems which I hope will soon be alleviated

and ended for all Jews in the Soviet Union.




10 DOWNING STREET

LONDON SWIA 2AA

From the Principal Private Secretary 1 April 1987

I much enjoyed our conversation at the splendid dinner in
the fabulous surroundings on Monday evening. The dinner was

really an unforgettable occasion.

I promised to send you a copy of the English text of the

Prime Minister's speech. This I now enclose.

1 (M Ak

N L WICKS

Mr. A. F. Dobrynin
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THE PRIME MINISTER 1 April 1987

J @ ik KZZL_J_ 7;9 Lbl\ulcatfbu

I am taking the opportunity of my visit to Moscow to reply
to the letter which you have written to me and which was published

in Izvestia on 27 March.

I am glad that you have written so frankly. I think it
important that the peoples of East and West should understand

each other's point of view clearly.

I agree wholeheaftedly with much that you say in your letter.

It is indeed the business of Governments to help to create a better
life for their people in peace, security and freedom and in a

healthy and prosperous environment. I know that this is the aim

of the present Soviet leadership as it is the aim of the

Government which I lead. The discussions which I am having this

week in Moscow are precisely directed at these objectives and at,

as you put it, a warming of international relations and in particular
Anglo/Soviet relations. Although it would be wrong to expect too
much too quickly, I think that the Soviet leadership and I have made

progress along the right road.

I am disturbed, however, at what you say about the United
States. I know the American people and their Government well.
There is certainly no question of the US "aspiring to war'" or
thinking of "dropping their stockpile of nuclear weapons on the
heads of humanity'". We in the West want peace, and a healthy

and mutually beneficial relationship with the Soviet Union. The




arms race about which you write so critically has come into

being, not because of the ill-will of one side or the other but
because of a tragic lack of trust and confidence between us.

We must now work carefully and methodically to build that trust

and that confidence and to ensure that at each stage the security
of both sides is maintained at a steadily reducing level of
armaments. I am working for achievable step by step progress,

and I hope that as our dialogue with the Soviet leadership develops
we shall have the support of the Soviet people, as we work towards

those goals which you and I clearly share.

Thank you for writing to me. I send you my best wishes,

ZW’ w\‘wﬁ

CZWW o
PR

Mrs. Margarita Pylchikova
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