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THE SOVIET CONGRESS OF PEOPLE’S DEPUTIES

The Congress of People’s Deputies opened on 25 May in Moscow and is
expected to finish today. It is a new body, created to further popular
participation in the business of Government as part of Gorbachevs programme
of political reform.  Many of its 2250 Deputies (of whom 2,155 are present)
won their seats through genuinely C()Tm;clilivc elections.  The Congress has
elected a Supreme Soviet of 542 deputies, which is expected to go into session
as a permanently functioning body when the Congress ends.

2. Atmosphere The Congress has built on, and taken further, the
atmosphere of unfettered debate introduced at the Party Conference in
June/July 1988. From the first minutes it was clear that the Congress was not
going to follow the traditional pedestrian scenario of previous Soviet
"Parliaments".  The first substantial speech from the floor was by Academician
Sakharov, who challenged the official agenda. Thereafter virtually every
official proposal has been challenged. Nationality issues have been debated, in
the case of Armenia/Azerbaidzhan and the Tbilisi events, with bitterness.
The entire proceedings have been shown live on Moscow’s second television
channel.  (Gorbachev turned down a proposal in the course of the Congress
that TV coverage should be abandoned as it was allegedly encouraging some
Deputies to indulge in self-advertisment.) Gorbachev was prepared for all this;
he has handled the debate with an adroit mixture of sympathy and firmness.
He has insisted on the importance of procedural points, despite the impatience
of many delegations. Here he has had to make up for a remarkable absence of
detailed preparation for the Congress. Moreover, the technical arrangements
have been scarcely adequate; much time has been lost through the laborious
counting of heads and the failure to produce on time the necessary lists of

those standing for elections.

3. The "Moscow Group" Much of the impulse for real debate has come

from a loose grouping of Moscow radicals, including the former Moscow Party
’ 1
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leader, Eltsin, Academician Sakharov, the special investigator into corruption,
Gdlyan (himself now under investigation) and a number of intellectuals (Gavriil
Popov, a leading academic economist, Academician Zaslavskaya, the historians
Yuri Afanasiev and Roi Medvedev and a young researcher, Stankevich, recently
returned from studying US congressional practices).  Their main aims have
been: to enhance the status of the Congress, which will convene only

occasionally, over that of the Supreme Soviet; to ensure that democratic

procedures are established for the functioning of the Congress; and to ensure
genuine elections to the Supreme Soviet and its Chairmanship.  This group,
together with well prepared Deputies from the Baltic Republics, have dominated
the debate, but, to no one’s surprise, lost the voting. They are a small
minority in the Congress. They have munugecrl_ﬁ;wevcr. to muster some 400
votes for their procedural proposals, and a respectable 831 votes for a proposal
to suspend for the duration of the Congress unpopular legislation from last

year regulating the holding of public meetings.

4. Elections. The Congress had to elect a Chairman of the Supreme Soviet,
a new quasi-presidential office. =~ There was never any doubt that Gorbachev
would get the job, but the principle of competitive elections was established by
an unknown "Dcputy putting himself forward as an alternative; and Gorbachev’s
election was not ilﬂuﬂiﬂi(_)u& In the debate preceding the election, Gorbachev
was subjected to questioning about his country houses, his wife and, more
substantially, the whole principle of combining Party and State 70ffice, to which
he gave a spirited reply. Gorbachev’s nominee for the post of First Deputy
Chairman, Lukyanov, was similarly treated.

5. The elections to the Supreme Soviet were more contentious, largely
because the amended Constitution stipulates that the Supreme Soviet’s two
chambers should reflect the balance of population and national minorities in
the country, but gives no indication as to how this principle should be
incorporated into practice. In the event, Deputies were, as expected,
presented with a list of nominations exactly corresponding to the seats

available. The Moscow group insisted that in areas affecting them, the lists

should be extended so as to offer a genuine choice. But they paid the price:
they themselves were largely voted out by what one of their number called
‘the aggressively subservient majority".  The major casualty in this process
was Eltsin, who, however, later gained a seat after an elected Deputy stepped

2
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down in his favour, thus defusing a potentially ugly situation (there had been
large demonstrations in favour of Eltsin in Moscow on Sunday). Time will
show what role the new Supreme Soviet will play. Perhaps the most
important fact is that as a body it will be loyal to Gorbachev and provide

him with a counterweight to the Party and Government bureaucracy.

6.  Set speeches. Two are on the agenda - Gorbachev’s as Chairman of the
Supreme Soviet, which he made yesterday, and Ryzhkov’s as Chairman of the
Council of Ministers, reporting to its superior organ - the Congress - which he
w'ilmlgt()day. First reports of Gorbachev’s speech indicate that he took a
line designed to strike a balance between traditionalists and reformers, as he
has throughout the Congress. He will have pleused reformers by revealing a
defence spending figure of 77 billion roubles, nearly four times the official
figures hitherto (but about half what we and the CIA believe to be the real
figure), and proposing its reduction. He also proposed a Commission to
investigate excessive Party privilege. But he will also have pleased Party
officials, now on the defensive after their electoral debacle in March, by
calling for a postponement of the local elections, due in the Autumn,

ostensibly because the legislation is not ready.

7. Interim Conclusions. A success for Gorbachev’s "democratisation"

programme and for Gorbachev himself. The further enhancement of his powers
and his masterly performance at the Congress have already set him apart from
and above the rest of the Politburo. The Congress so far has shown that
debates in the embryonic Soviet Parliament can be as lively and disorderly as
in any Western parliament. But there is a lack of any established procedural
mechanism to focus and channel the debate. At the moment, Gorbachey’s
personal authority alone keeps the proceedings under control. The
Constitutional relationship between the Congress and the Supreme Soviet has
also been shown to be too vague, and will continue to be a source of friction.
In the longer term, the question may well arise of how long the radical
minority will maintain its enthusiasm for a system in which it has no prospect

in the foreseeable future of winning the important votes.

PERCY ¢RADOCK

(%

31 May 1989
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OF 3111487 MAY 89

INFO ROUTINE CSCE POSTS, UKREP BRUSSELS, PEKING

CONGRESS OF PEOPLE'S DEPUTIES: DAY 5: GORBACHEV'S REPORT: THE
ECONOMY.

SUMMARY

1. BUDGET DEFICIT AND IMBALANCE IN THE CONSUMER MARKET STILL CAUSING
SERIOUS PROBLEMS AND JUSTIFIABLE POPULAR DISCONTENT. BUT THERE COULD
BE NO HOLDING BACK THE REFORM PROCESS. THE COUNTRY NEEDED A FULL
BLOODED SOCIALIST MARKET. ITS MORE EFFECTIVE MECHANISM FOR ECONOMIC
MANAGEMENT HAD BEEN DEVISED. BUT THE CHANGE COULD NOT BE MADE IN ONE
GO. THE REAL FIGURE FOR MILITARY SPENDING IN 1989 WAS 77.3 BILLION
ROUBLES.

DETAIL

2. GORBACHEV FINALLY DELIVERED HIS PRESIDENTIAL REPORT TO THE
CONGRESS ON 30 MAY. THIS TELEGRAM SETS OUT THE MAIN POINTS ON THE
ECONOMY. HIS REMARKS ON POLITICAL REFORM, NATIONALITIES POLICY AND

FOREIGN POLICY ARE IN MIFTS. COMMENT FOLLOWS SEPARATELY.

3. GORBACHEV BEGAN BY SETTING OUT SOME OF THE ECONOMIC ACHIEVEMENTS
OF PERSTROIKA. HOUSING CONSTRUCTION OVER THE PAST THREE YEARS WAS
15% UP ON THE LAST FIVE YEAR PLAN: DESPITE THE DIFFICULT FINANCIAL
SITUATION AN EXTRA 12 MILLION ROUBLES HAD BEEN SET ASIDE FOR HEALTH
AND EDUCATION. THERE HAD BEEN A SUBSTANTIAL INCREASE IN THE
COMPLETION OF NEW MEDICAL CLINICS, KINDERGARTENS, HOSPITALS, ETC.
THE SERVICES SECTOR WAS EXPANDING AT AN ANNUAL RATE OF 15%. MORE
THAN FIVE MILLION FAMILIES HAD RECEIVED PRIVATE PLOTS OVER THE PAST
THREE YEARS.

4. BUT PEOPLE WERE STILL NOT FEELING THE BENEFITS OF PERSTROIKA.
THIS WAS PRIMARILY BECAUSE OF THE DISTORTED FINANCIAL SYSTEM AND THE
UNBALANCED CONSUMER MARKET. CONSUMER SHORTAGES WERE GIVING RISE TO
STRONG AND LEGITIMATE DISCONTENT. THE STATE WAS CONTINUING TO LIVE
BEYOND ITS MEANS. BUDGET EXPENDITURE WAS STILL GROWING FASTER THAN
NATIONAL INCOME. THIS WAS SIMPLY IMPERMISSIBLE. IT WAS THE RESULT
OF A SERIOUS MISCALCULATION FOR WHICH THE USSR MINISTRY OF FINANCE
WAS PRIMARILY RESPONSIBLE. AN INDEPTH AND COMPETENT DISCUSSION OF
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THESE PROBLEMS SHOULD TAKE PLACE AT THE CONGRESS.

5. THE MOST URGENT TASK WAS TO NORMALISE THE CONSUMER GOODS MARKET.
THE CURRENT IMBALANCE WAS NULLIFYING ANY POSITIVE CHANGE WHICH HAD
OCCURRED SO FAR UNDER PERESTROIKA. SOME PROPOSED SOLVING THE PROBLEM
BY MOVING STRAIGHT TO A FULL MARKET ECONOMY. THE LEADERSHIP DID NOT
SHARE THIS VIEW. SUCH AN APPROACH WOULD BRING ENORMOUS DISRUPTION.
BUT THERE HAD TO BE A RAPID INCREASE IN THE OUTPUT OF CONSUMER GOODS.
THE TASK THIS YEAR WAS TO INCREASE THEIR PRODUCTION BY 37 BILLION
ROUBLES: ESTIMATES SUGGESTED THAT THIS INCREMENT SHOULD TOTAL 55-60
BILLION ROUBLES IN 1990. THE GOVERNMENT (IE PRESUMABLY RYZHKOV IN
HIS SPEECH) SHOULD MAKE SPECIFIC PROPOSALS CONCERNING THE SHORTAGE OF
STAPLE GOODS AT THE CONGRESS. AN AUSTERITY BUDGET HAD TO BE DRAWN
UP. THE CONGRESS SHOULD GIVE INSTRUCTIONS TO THE GOVERNMENT ON THIS.
THE POSSIBILITY OF IMPORTS BOTH OF EQUIPMENT FOR THE LIGHT AND FOOD
INDUSTRIES AND TO REPLENISH THE CONSUMER MARKET SHOULD ALSO BE
CONSIDERED.

AGRICULTURE.

6. THE PROGRAMME FOR INCREASING FOOD OUTPUT WOULD NOT WORK WITHOUT A
RADICAL REORGANISATION OF ECONOMIC RELATIONSHIPS IN THE COUNTRYSIDE.
BUT THOSE MANAGING FARMS WERE OBSTRUCTING THE DEVELOPMENT OF
LEASE-HOLDING. THEY CONTINUED TO ARGUE THAT THE WAY FORWARD WAS
THROUGH INCREASED INVESTMENT. THE CONGRESS SHOULD DISCUSS WHAT

MEASURES NEEDED TO BE TAKEN TO PREVENT THE IMPORTANT DECISIONS OF THE
MARCH PLENUM JUST HANGING IN THE AIR. INDUSTRY SHOULD PRODUCE THE
KIND OF AGRICULTURAL MACHINERY THAT WAS REALLY NEEDED BOTH BY FARMS
AND LEASEHOLDERS AND AT REASONABLE PRICES.

SOCIAL ISSUES

7. DESPITE THE DIFFICULT FINANCIAL SITUATION URGENT MEASURES WERE
NEEDED TO IMPROVE THE LOT OF THE MORE THAN 40 MILLION PEOPLE ON
LOW-INCOME. A NEW PENSIONS LAW WAS BEING DRAFTED: SUCH AN IMPORTANT
LAW SHOULD BE ADOPTED BY THE CONGRESS. PRIORITY MUST ALSO BE GIVEN
TO IMPROVING MEDICAL SERVICES AND TO THE ENVIRONMENT., THE QUANTITY
OF HARMFUL SUBSTANCES IN THE ATMOSPHERE EXCEEDED PERMISSIBLE LEVELS
IN A 100 OR MORE CITIES. PROJECTS FOR BUILDING CANALS, ATOMIC POWER
STATIONS AND CHEMICAL ENTERPRISES HAD BEEN THE SUBJECT OF SHARP
DISCUSSION DURING THE ELECTION CAMPAIGN. SUPREME SOVIET COMMISSIONS
MUST URGENTLY DISCUSS THESE ISSUES. DESPITE THE PROBLEMS, THE
COMMITMENT TO PROVIDE EVERY FAMILY WITH A SEPARATE FLAT BY THE END OF
THE CENTURY HAD TO BE MET. THE SUPREME SOVIET SHOULD HAVE STANDING
COMMISSIONS TO DEAL WITH THE SPECIAL PROBLEMS OF YOUNG PEOPLE AND OF
WOMEN .
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PRIVILEGES

8. THE STABLISHMENT OF SOCIAL JUSTICE HAD TO REMAIN A PRIORITY. THE
SYSTEM OF PRIVILEGES - BE IT DIFFERENTIAL PENSIONS, FREE HOLIDAYS,
SPECIAL MEDICAL SERVICES OR HOUSING, AND OTHER MATERIAL AND CULTURAL
BENEFITS - ALLOCATED TO DIFFERENT SOCIAL, AND PROFESSIONAL GROUPS,
HAD TAKEN SHAPE OVER MANY YEARS. THE PURPOSE OF THESE BENEFITS HAD
TO BE TO STIMULATE TALENT AND TO HELP THOSE GROUPS OF THE POPULATION
THAT NEEDED IT. ABERRATIONS HAD TO BE ERADICATED. THERE SHOULD BE A
SPECIAL COMMISSION OF THE SUPREME SOVIET TO CONDUCT AN AUDIT ON ALL
BENEFITS AND PRIVILEGES ON THE BASIS OF THIS CRITERIA.

REDISTRIBUTION OF FINANCIAL RESOURCES

9. GORBACHEV SAID THAT THERE HAD TO BE A SHARP REDUCTION IN OUTLAYS
FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF NEW PRODUCTION FACILITIES. CUTS OF DIFFERENT
LEVELS WERE BEING SUGGESTED - FROM SMALL TO TENS OF PERCENT. THE
GOVERNMENT SHOULD MAKE ITS PROPOSALS FOR SUCH CUTS TO THE SUPREME
SOVIET WHERE THEY SHOULD BE STUDIED.

DEFENCE SPENDING

10. IT WAS POSSIBLE TO REDUCE MILITARY EXPENDITURE WITHOUT DETRIMENT
TO THE COUNTRY'S DEFENCE CAPABILITY. OVER THE PAST TWO YEARS
MILITARY SEPNDING HAD BEEN FROZEN. THIS HAD SAVED TEN BILLION
ROUBLES. THE REAL FIGURE FOR MILITARY SPENDING IN 1989 WAS 77.3

BILLION ROUBLES. THE CONGRESS WOULD BE INVITED TO CONSIDER A
PROPOSAL FOR FURTHER CUTS IN THE 1990/91 MILITARY BUDGET OF TEN
BILLION ROUBLES OR 14X%X. THERE HAD BEEN SOME REDUCTION IN SPENDING ON
SPACE PROGRAMMES: BUT SPACE-RELATED TECHNOLOGIES WERE BENEFITTING
THE ECONOMY AS A WHOLE. THERE HAD TO BE AN END TO THE UNNECESSARY
SECRECY - THE ''INTERNAL COCOM'' WHICH AFFECTED THE DEFENCE
INDUSTRIES.

THE ECONOMIC REFORM PROGRAMME

11. GORBACHEV SAID THAT THERE HAD BEEN NUMEROUS DISCUSSIONS IN THE
CENTRAL COMMITTEE AND WITH EXPERTS ABOUT THE PROGRESS OF REFORM. THE
GENERAL CONCLUSION WAS THAT THE STRATEGY WAS RIGHT. BUT THERE HAD
BEEN INCONSISTENCY AND FOOT DRAGGING IN IMPLEMENTATION. THERE WAS A
VIEW DEVELOPING THAT THE REFORM WAS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE PRESENT
ECONOMIC TROUBLES AND THAT THE PROCESS SHOULD THEREFORE BE SLOWED.
THIS COULD NOT BE ACCEPTED. THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE AND THE GOVERNMENT
AGREED THAT THE WAY FORWARD WAS THROUGH CONSISTENT IMPLEMENTATION OF
THE REFORM PROGRAMME. BUT THE PROGRAMME COULD NOT BE IMPLEMENTED AT
ONE GO. THERE HAD TO BE A CONSISTENT PROCESS OF DEVELOPING AND
MODIFYING PLANNING METHODS, FINANCIAL INCENTIVES, PRICES, TAXATION,
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THE WAGES SYSTEM AND ALL OTHER COMPONENTS OF THE ECONOMIC MECHANISM.
MUCH OF THIS IN GORBACHEV'S VIEW COULD BE ACCOMPLISHED BEFORE THE
OUTSET OF THE 13TH FIVE YEAR PLAN (I.E. BEFORE 1991)

12. EXPERIENCE HAD SHOWN THAT REFORM WAS IMPOSSIBLE WITHOUT A
RADICAL REVISION OF THE CONCEPT OF SOCIALIST PROPERTY. THE ONLY
CONDITION WAS THAT THERE SHOULD BE NO EXPLOITATION OF THE WORKERS AND
NO ALIENATION FROM THE MEANS OF PRODUCTION. THE CHANGES IN THE
ATTITUDE TO PROPERTY ALSO REQUIRED THE CREATION OF A FULL-BLOODED
SOCIALIST MARKET. THE MARKET WAS NOT OMNIPOTENT: BUT A MORE
EFFECTIVE AND DEMOCRATIC MECHANISM OF ECONOMIC MANAGEMENT HAD NOT YET
BEEN DEVISED. THIS SHOULD BE ACCEPTED.

13. A SPECIAL GOVERNMENT BODY TO COORDINATE AND OVERSEE THE PROCESS
OF ECONOMIC REFORM SHOULD BE CREATED AND HEADED BY A DEPUTY CHAIRMAN
OF THE USSR COUNCIL OF MINISTERS. THE SUPREME SOVIET SHOULD ALSO
HAVE APPROPRIATE STRUCTURES AND MECHANISMS,

14. SEE MIFTS.

BRAITHWAITE

DISTRIBUTION

MAIN 435

FCO WHITEHALL SOVIET
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INFO ROUTINE CSCE POSTS, UKREP BRUSSELS, PEKING

MIPT 934: SOVIET UNION: CONGRESS OF PEOPLE'S DEPUTIES: DAY 5:
GORBACHEV'S SPEECH: FOREIGN POLICY.

SUMMARY

1. THE MAIN THRUST OF SOVIET POLICY EXPANDED IN FAMILIAR TERMS.
FURTHER DETAILS ON ROLE OF SUPREME SOVIET AND THE CONGRESS WILL PLAY
IN FORMING POLICY.

DETAIL

2. GORBACHEV DEVOTED A RELATIVELY SHORT SECTION OF HIS SPEECH TO
FOREIGN POLICY. HE BEGAN WITH A BRIEF REVIEW OF THE HISTORY OF NEW
THINKING. ITS ACHIEVEMENTS WERE LISTED. UNUSUALLY HE COMMENTED ON
THE FACT THAT THERE WERE STILL HANGOVERS FROM THE PAST AND QUOTE
THEREFORE WE CAN NOT DENY OURSELVES AN ARMY AND ABANDON WEAPONS. THE
SAME GOES FOR MILITARY ALLIANCES, WHOSE PRESERVATION DOES NOT DEPEND
ON US ALONE UNQUOTE.

3. GORBACHEV SAID THAT SOVIET FOREIGN POLICY WAS DIRECTED TO THE
ENTIRE WORLD. HE AGAIN GAVE PRIMACY TO RELATIONS WITH SOCIALIST
COUNTRIES. THE NORMALISATION OF RELATIONS WITH CHINA WAS AN EVENT OF
WORLD SIGNIFICANCE. THERE WERE DIFFICULTIES IN FORMING A NEW TYPE OF
RELATIONSHIP WITH SOCIALIST COUNTRIES, WHICH STEMMED FROM THE COMPLEX
PROCESSES UNDERWAY IN THE DIFFERENT STATES. THIS COULD BE OVERCOME
BY MUTUAL RESPECT, NON INTERFERENCE IN EACH OTHER'S AFFAIRS, DEEP
INTEREST IN THE EXPERIENCE OF EACH AND A READINESS FOR COMMON
TOLERANT WORK.

4. GORBACHEV TALKED IN VAGUE TERMS ABOUT SOVIET PARTICIPATION IN THE
COMMON EUROPEAN HOUSE, AND THE CONTINUATION OF THE QUOTE VLADIVOSTOCK
LINE UNQUOTE AND ASIA-PACIFIC AFFAIRS. THERE WERE LOWER KEY
REFERENCES TO RELATIONS WITH THE UNITED STATES, AND COUNTRIES OF
LATIN AMERICA AND AFRICA.

5. GORBACHEV OUTLINED FIVE QUOTE THESES UNQUOTE OF SOVIET FOREIGN
POLICY. FIRST, NATIONAL SECURITY SHOULD BE GUARANTEED PRIMARILY BY
POLITICAL MEANS. SECOND, NUCLEAR WEAPONS SHOULD BE REDUCED AS A

RESULT OF NEGOTIATIONS, WHICH WERE DESIGNED TO REDUCE THE DEFENSIVE
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POTENTIAL OF STATES TO LIMITS OF REASONABLE SUFFICIENCY. THIRD, THE
USE OR THREAT OF FORCE IN RELATIONS BETWEEN STATES WAS UNACCEPTABLE:
SOVEREIGNTY, INDEPENDENCE AND TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY HAD TO BE
RESPECTED. FOURTH, INTERNATIONAL PROBLEMS AND CONFLICTS COULD ONLY
BE RESOLVED BY DIALOGUE BASED ON THE BALANCE OF INTERESTS. FIFTH,
THE SOVIET LEADERSHIP WANTED TO INCLUDE THE SOVIET ECONOMY IN WITH
ALL THE WORLD ON A BASIS WHICH WAS MUTUALLY PROFITABLE AND EQUAL:
THEY WOULD TAKE AN ACTIVE PART IN DRAWING UP AND ABSOLVING THE
REGULATIONS OF THE CONTEMPORARY INTERNATIONAL DIVISION OF LABOUR, OF
SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL EXCHANGES AND OPPORTUNITY.

6. GORBACHEV SAID THAT IN THE PAST, THE PRACTICE OF SOVIET FOREIGN
POLICY HAD RUN COUNTER TO THE QUOTE HIGH PRINCIPLES OF SOCIALIST
FOREIGN POLICY UNQUOTE. VARIOUS ACTIONS HAD BEEN COMMITTED WHICH HAD
MEANT A SERIOUS LOSS TO THE COUNTRY. THIS WAS THE RESULT OF THE
COMMAND-ADMINISTRATIVE SYSTEM. ONE OF THE IMPORTANT TASKS OF THE
PRESENT POLITICAL REFORM WAS TO PREVENT THIS HAPPENING AGAIN. IN
FUTURE, ALL SIGNIFICANT DECISIONS ABOUT FOREIGN POLICY WOULD ONLY BE
TAKEN AFTER THOROUGH CONSIDERATION OF THE SUPREME SOVIET AND ITS
COMMISSIONS. THE MOST IMPORTANT OF THESE, FOR EXAMPLE DECISIONS ON
RELATIONS WITH ALLIES OR THE CONCLUSION OF TREATIES, SHOULD ALSO BE
PRESENTED FOR CONSIDERATION BY THE CONGRESS OF PEOPLE'S DEPUTIES.
THESE REMARKS WERE GREETED WITH APPLAUSE.

7. GORBACHEV EXPLAINED THAT THE CONSIDERATION AND APPROVAL BY THE

CONGRESS OF THESE IDEAS WAS NOT ONLY LEGALLY SIGNIFICANT BUT ALSO
POLITICALLY. QUOTE FAR FROM EVERYBODY IN THE WEST BELIEVES THAT WE
HAVE CHOSEN THIS COURSE FOR EVER AND DO NOT INTEND TO CHANGE IT.

EVEN HERE, THERE ARE STILL PEOPLE WHO DO NOT UNDERSTAND THE
FUNDAMENTAL ESSENCE OF OUR FOREIGN POLICY. SOME PEOPLE REGARD IT AS
A TACTIC, A TEMPORARY ZIG-ZAG OR EVEN AS A CONCESSSION TO THE WEST.

I THEREFORE WANT TO UNDERLINE THAT THIS IS OUR DEEPLY ROOTED
STRATEGIC LINE, EXPRESSING THE INTERESTS OF THE SOVIET EPOPLE, AND WE
BELIEVE MEETING THE INTERESTS OF MANKIND. UNQUOTE..

BRAITHWAITE
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TO IMMEDIATE FCO
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OF 270545Z MAY 89

FCO TELS 687 AND 688, AND MY TELNO 906.
EXPULSIONS/BILATERAL RELATIONS

SUMMARY

1. MESSAGE TRANSMITTED THROUGH FIRST DEPUTY MINISTER KOVALEV. HE:

A. SPEAKS OF THE LEADERSHIP'S CONCERN TO PROTECT THEIR DIGNITY AT A

SENSITIVE TIME.

B. ACKNOWLEDGES BRITISH SUPPORT FOR PERESTROIKA.

C. WARMLY RECIPROCATES THE INTENTION OF CONDUCTING BUSINESS AS

USUAL .

D. WILL IF POSSIBLE TRY TO ARRANGE THE ''SYMBOLIC GESTURE'' OF A

MEETING WITH SHEVARDNADZE.

E. MAKES A PITCH FOR IMPROVED CONDITIONS FOR THE RUSSIANS IN LONDON.
e e A e o

DETAIL

2. SHEVARDNADZE INSTRUCTED KOVALEV TO RECEIVE YOUR MESSAGE FROM ME

ON THE EVENING OF 26 MAY. SHEVARDNADZE IS GENUINELY TIED UP WITH THE

CONGRESS OF PEOPLES DEPUTIES. BUT IS ALSO BECAME CLEAR THAT KOVALEV

WISHED TO VET MY DEMARCHE BEFORE EXPOSING HIS MINISTER. FRIGIDITY

COMES NATURALLY TO KOVALEV. ON THIS OCCASION, HE WENT OUT OF HIS WAY

TO BE WARM FROM THE BEGINNING.

3. HANDING OVER YOUR MESSAGE (WITH THE AMENDMENT IN MY TUR), I SAID

THAT YOU VALUED YOUR PERSONAL RELATIONSHIP WITH SHEVARDNADZE AND HAD

THEREFORE INSTRUCTED ME TO SPEAK DIRECTLY TO HIM. I EMPHASISED THREE

POINTS

- YOUR AND THE PRIME MINISTER'S STRONG SUPPORT FOR PERESTROIKA, A

PROCESS WHICH WAS IMPORTANT NOT ONY FOR THE SOVIET UNION BUT FOR THE

WORLD. YOU WOULD BE FOLLOWING THE CONGRESS OF PEOPLE'S DEPUTIES WITH

PARTICULAR INTEREST.

- OUR INTENTION TO CONDUCT BUSINESS AS USUAL, WHICH WE THOUGHT THE

SOVIET GOVERNMENT RECIPROCATED. I GAVE EXAMPLES.

- OUR WILLINGNESS TO CONDUCT A RATIONAL DISCUSSION ABOUT THE PROBLEM/

OF THE MOSCOW CEILING. THE DETAILS WERE OF COURSE NOT A MATTER FOR

MINISTERS.

4. 1 SAID THIS WAS THE POLITICAL MESSAGE I HAD TO CONVEY FROM YOU TO

SHEVARDNADZE, WHOM I WISHED TO SEE, HOWEVER BRIEFLY.

5. KOVALEV SHOWED SOME RELIEF THAT I HAD NO RABBITS UP MY SLEEVE

PAGE 1
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HE ACCEPTED AND WOULD REPORT WHAT I HAD SAID ABOUT YOUR ATTITUDE TO
PERESTROIKA. HE HAPPILY REPEATED THAT BUSINESS AS USUAL WAS ALSO THE
SOVIET APPROACH. THE SOVIET UNION HAD NOT INITIATED THIS EPISODE,
BUT ON A RECIPROCAL BASIS HAD PLAYED THE PART OF THE ''REACTING
SIDE.'' WE HAD TO TAKE ACCOUNT OF THE ''DOSTOINSTVO''
(DIGNITY/SELF-RESPECT) AND PRESTIGE OF THE SOVIET SIDE, PARTICULARLY
AT A TIME LIKE THIS (REFERRING TO THE CONGRESS).

6. ON THE SUBSTANTIVE ISSUE KOVALEV:

- SOUGHT TO JUSTIFY SOVIET HANDLING OF THE BRITISH JOURNALISTS.

- COMPLAINED VIGOROUSLY ABOUT THE VERY DIFFICULT WORKING CONDITIONS,
UNDER THE LIMITS OF OUR CEILING, OF SOVIET REPRESENTATIVES IN LONDON.
- LOOKED AHEAD TO FURTHER DETAILED DISCUSSIONS BETWEEN THE EMBASSY
AND 2ND EUROPEAN DEPT, BUT URGED US TO THINK OF SOLUTIONS TO THE
SOVIET SIDE OF THE PROBLEM.

7. HAVING READ YOUR MESSAGE, KOVALEV ACKNOWLEDGED THE ''SYMBOLIC
IMPORTANCE'" OF A MEETING WITH SHEVARDNADZE, TO EXPRESS THE ''WILL OF
OUR POLITICAL LEADERS.'' SHEVARDNADZE WAS EXTREMELY BUSY, BUT
KOVALEV WOULD RECOMMEND THAT HE SEE ME. HE DID NOT KNOW IF EVEN TEN
MINUTES WOULD BE POSSIBLE. IF NOT, THIS WOULD SIMPLY BE THE RESULT
OF SHEVARDNADZE'S TIMETABLE.

8. IN CONCLUSION, I REMINDED KOVALEV THAT FOR US IT WAS A MATER NOT
ONLY OF SELF-RESPECT BUT OF SECURITY. WE WOULD NOT COMPROMISE ON OUR
VITAL NATIONAL INTERESTS AND SECURITY.

COMMENT

9. WHETHER OR NOT I GET TO SEE SHEVARDNADZE, THIS MEETING HAS SERVED
THE INTENDED PURPOSE. THERE WAS NO MISTAKING THE FEELING KOVALEV
WISHED TO CONVEY. HE IN TURN DID NOT QUESTION BRITISH MOTIVES AND
WILL CONVEY THE RIGHT MESSAGE TO THE LEADERSHIP. IF THERE ARE NO
FURTHER TWISTS IN THE PUBLIC ARENA, I BELIEVE THAT WE ARE ON THE WAY
TO CONTAINING THE QUESTION OF SECURITY AND SOVIET MISBEHAVIOUR, AND
TO ESTABLISHING THE RIGHT ATMOSPHERE FOR FURTHER DISCUSSION. THAT
DISCUSSION WILL BE VERY DIFFICULT IN ITS OWN RIGHT. WE SHALL KNOW
MORE WHEN THE RUSSIANS REPLY TO SIR J FRETWELL'S DEMARCHE, PERHAPS
EARLY NEXT WEEK.

BRAITHWAITE

PAGE 2
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YOUR TELNO 899: CONGRESS OF PEOPLE'S DEPUTIES

1 PLEASE PASS FOLLOWING MESSAGE FROM PRIME MINISTER TO
PRESIDENT GORBACHEV ASAP. SIGNED ORIGINAL FOLLOWS BY BAG.

208 TEXT BEGINS

I SEND YOU MY WARM CONGRATULATIONS ON YOUR ELECTION AS
CHAIRMAN OF THE SUPREME SOVIET. I HAVE BEEN FOLLOWING WITH
CLOSE ATTENTION THE MEETING OF THE CONGRESS OF PEOPLE's
DEPUTIES, WHICH IS CLEARLY A VITAL LANDMARK IN YOUR PROGRAMME
OF PERESTROIKA AND DEMOCRATISATION. AS YOU KNOW FROM OUR
DISCUSSIONS DURING YOUR VISIT TO LONDON IN APRIL, THIS IS A
MATTER OF VERY DEEP INTEREST TO ALL OF US HERE. ONCE AGAIN I
OFFER MY SUPPORT FOR THESE HISTORIC CHANGES. MARGARET THATCHER.
TEXT ENDS.

HOWE

YRYR Y
DISTRIBUTION
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Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWIA 2AH

Rt Hon Neil Kinnock, MP

2A Clovelly Road

London

W5 26 May 1989

&

Thank you for your letter of 26 May about a story in the media
suggesting that the Soviet nationals whose expulsion we have

ordered were subjecting Labour MPs to blackmail.

This story, about the reasons for the expulsion of the Soviet
nationals in question, owes nothing to any official briefing.
————
I can assure you that there has been no suggestion of any
e ——————
association of Labour MPs in the activities for which the Soviet

diplomats and other Soviet nationals are being expelled.

You wrote to me in Privy Councillar
to you on the same basis. Bu

if you wished to publicise this exchange.

U

’*ﬂﬂv;ﬁax.l’
F Gordon, Resident Clerk
Approved by the Foreign

Secretary and signed 1in
his absence from London.




HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA 0AA

26 May 1989

IN CONFIDENCE

Dear Sir Geoffrey

I understand that on the BBC's Nine O'Clock News last
night, John Sergeant reported that senior British sources
were briefing to the effect that one main reason for the
expulsion of Soviet diplomats from Britain was that Labour
Members of Parliament were under threat of blackmail.

I am writing strictly on Privy Council terms to ask you
what - if anything - is the basis of these reports.

It has been the long-standing practice that the relevant
Party Leader is informed if allegations of this kind are
made but, as you will know, I have received no information
of any kind about this matter from your Department, from
the Security Services or from any other source.

I do think that I should at the very least be given the
necessary background information and 7 am sure that, on
reflection, you will agree.

I will, of course, provide any co-operation that is
appropriate in these matters.

Yours sincerely

RT HON NEIL KINNOCK MP
(Dictated by Mr Kinnock but signed in his absence)

Rt Hon Sir Geoffrey Howe MP
Foreign and Commonwealth Office
London SW1




PRIME MINISTER FROM DUTY CLERK

I have had a word with Charles about the attached proposed

message.

He thinks that it is well worth sending in the present difficult

climate and that it says the right things.

Content?

26 May, 1989.
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PRESS LINE : CALL BY SOVIET CHARGE D'AFFAIRS

Sir John Fretwell summoned Mr Ivanov this afternoon on the subject
of the ceiling which the Russians have said they intend to 1impose on

the British Embassy and other British organisations in Moscow.

It would appear that the proposed ceiling would include Soviet

staff employed by the British Embassy and other organisations in

Moscow.

Sir John Fretwell made clear that we can, in any event, see no
justification for such a ceiling which would damage Anglo-Soviet

relations.

Sir John Fretwell went on to say that the measures

apparently proposed by the Russians would not involve parity of
treatment. The British ceiling, which has been in place for many
years, applies only to Soviet staff in the Soviet Embassy, trade
delegation and various other organisations. It has however

never included British nationals who are employed by the
organisations concerned. We understand that some 400 British

nationals are employed by these organisations.

Sir John Fretwell said that the British Government therefore

expect the Soviet authorities to reconsider their proposal. If the
Soviet Union are serious in seeking to establish parity of treatment
they need to think again about the full implications of the formulae

they have put forward.

What does this mean?

- This is what we have said to the Russians. It is for them to work
out the significance of their proposals. But since the measures
applied in London affect only Soviet citizens, it makes no sense

for Moscow to propose measures which would affect both British and

Soviet nationals.




Does it mean you will take measures against British nationals

working for Soviet organisations.

- It means what it says. It is for the Russians to ensure that

their proposals involve the parity of treatment they appear to

intend.




Foreign and Commonwealth Office

RESTRICTED London SWIA 2AH

23 May 1989 <:3{T3ij
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The application of a ceiling to British organisations
in Moscow

On the Foreign Secretary’s instructions, the Political
Director, Sir John Fretwell, summoned the Soviet Chargé
(Ivanov) earlier this afternoon and spoke in accordance with
the attached note, which he subsequently handed over.
Fretwell stressed that the measures described by Sergeyev to
our Embassy in Moscow did not involve parity of treatment.
The ceiling which we imposed applied only to Soviet staff at
the Embassy and certain other organisations, but did not
extend to British nationals employed by Soviet organisations.
Fretwell pointed out that we understood that some 400 British
nationals were employed by these organisations. He also drew
particular attention to the last sentence of the note.

Ivanov responded by complaining about the ceiling which
we imposed in 1971, saying that it complicated the work of the
Soviet Embassy. He added that his authorities had felt that
the imposition of a ceiling on the British Embassy and
organisations in Moscow was "a necessary measure" following
the "unfriendly action" of last week’s expulsions.

Fretwell did not allow the discussion to focus on the
expulsions issue, but stressed that the measures proposed by
the Soviet authorities were not parallel to the ceiling which
we impose, and would not contribute to an improvement of
Anglo-Soviet relations. Ivanov undertook to report to his
authorities the points which had been made.

We have now sent Sir Rodric Braithwaite an account of
this meeting, and have asked him to take action in parallel
with Chernyayev in Mr Gorbachev’s office. This will also
provide an opportunity for the Ambassador to refer again to
the Prime Minister’s letter to Mr Gorbachev.

I enclose a copy of our press line about Ivanov’s call.

I am copying this letter to Colin Walters (Home Office)
and to the Director General of the Security Service.

a/.;&kM
(J S Wall)
Private Secretary

C D Powell Esq
10 Downing Street RESTRICTED




SPEAKING NOTE

1. The Minister at the Embassy in Moscow, Mr Noel Marshall,
was summoned by Mr Sergeyev, a Deputy Head of UPDK, on the
afternoon of Monday 22 May. Mr Sergeyev said that the total
number of staff, both British and Soviet, working for
British organisations in Moscow would have to be reduced to
205. The organisations concerned included the Embassy,
British firms, banks, airline companies, and press
representatives. Soviet staff included individually engaged

domestic staff.

2. We should like to point out that the measures described
by Mr Sergeyev do not involve parity of treatment. The
British ceiling applies only to Soviet staff in the
following categories:

Diplomats at the Soviet Embassy

Non-diplomatic staff at the Soviet Embassy

Staff appointed temporarily to the Soviet Embassy when

they will be staying in the UK for more than 3 months

Diplomats and officials at the Soviet Trade Delegation

Staff appointed temporarily to the Soviet Trade Delegation
when they will be staying in the UK for more than 3

months

Staff of various ancillary organisations (including
Aeroflot, shipping organisations, Intourist, newspaper
representatives and Tass, the Moscow Norodny Bank and

various trading organisations)

LT2AAM/1




Staff appointed temporarily to these ancillary
organisations when they will be staying in the UK for more
than 3 months.

This ceiling does not however include the British nationals
who are employed by the organisations listed above. We
understand that some 400 British nationals are employed by

these organisations.

3. In addition the ceiling does not cover well over 100
other Soviet officials who are working in the UK in various

capacities.

4. The Foreign and Commonwealth Office wish therefore to
point out that the ceiling proposed by Mr Sergeyev does not
rest on a sound basis of parity. We should be grateful if
the Soviet authorities would take a fresh look at their
proposals in the light of this consideration. If the Soviet

Union are serious in seeking to establish the principle of

reciprocity they need to think again about the full

implications of the formulae they have put forward.

LT2AAM/2




10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWIA 2AA

From the Private Scererary

Thank you for your letter of 18 May about the visit or
Mr. Lukonin, on which Richard Gozney has also written. In

th2 light of this advice, the Prime Minister has agreed that

iz ~would not be appropriate to see Mr. Lukonin.

CAdARLES POWELL

Hadadrill, Esg.,
ment of Energy.




SECRET AND PERSONAL

10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWI1A 2AA

From the Private Secretary

23 May 1989

EXPULSION OF MEMBERS OF THE CZECH EMBASSY

The Prime Minister and the Foreign Secretary had a brief
discussion this evening about the expulsion of members of the
Czech Embassy which is due to take place later this week. The
Foreign Secretary said that, in the light of the considerable
publicity over the Soviet expulsions, he saw advantage in
postponing action against the Czechs until after the NATO
Summit. This would avoid any charge that we were simply
trying to create an effect at the Summit itself. The Prime
Minister said she thought it much better not to hold up the
action but to go ahead as planned. It would not be
appropriate Eo do it next week when Parliament was in Recess.
Nor would it be fair to take action while President Bush was
here, since it would steal press interest from nis visit. The
Foreign Secretary acceoted the validity of these points and
agreed that, subject to any second thoughts, action should go
ahead later this week.

I am copying this letter to Colin Walters (Home Office).

L

Vo

=

CHARLES POWELL

Stephen Wall, Esqg.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office

SECRET AND PERSONAL
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SECRETARY OF STATE FOR ENERGY
THAMES HOUSE SOUTH

MILLBANK LONDON SWIP 4QJ
01 238 2290

Charles Powell Esqg
Private Secretary to the
Prime Minister

10 Downing Street

LONDON

SwWl !) May 1989

Dew Weeln

VISIT BY MR LUKONIN ,’ I X

i
I wrote to you last week about Lord Marshall's suggestion that
the Prime Minister should meet the Soviet Minister for Nuclear
Power .

Lord Marshall has just returned from the Soviet Union and has
asked me to forward the enclosed letter to the Prime Minister.
You will see that he remains of the view that the meeting with
Lukonin should take place. He is particuarly concerned that the
Soviets might lose sight of the WANO initiative if a proposed
reorganisation of the energy sector takes place. He feels that
the support of the Prime Minister for WANO at a meeting with
Lukonin would help to ensure the Soviets remained committed.

There was some suggestion during my Secretary of State's recent
visit to Moscow that the energy sector would be re-organised.
However, the Soviets are very conscious of the need to restore
public confidence in nuclear power. If President Gorbachev makes
changes we would expect his objective to be to enhance the
effectiveness with which the problem is being tackled and to
encourage further initiatives such as WANO. We would not,
therefore, change our earlier advice to the Prime Minister but
you should certainly take full account of Lord Marshall's letter.

Lord Marshall suggests that the Prime Minister might wish to
write to President Gorbachev and encloses a draft. We would not
object to this but I would recommend that the Prime Minister also
includes a brief reference to the useful contacts that have been
developed between the NII and their opposite numbers, the State
Committee for the Supervision of Atomic Energy Plants.

7
STEPHEN HADDRILL
Private Secretary




PRIME MINISTER

SOVIET MINISTER FOR NUCLEAR POWER

Lord Marshall suggested that you ought to see Mr. Lukonin,
Soviet Minister for Nuclear Power, when he visits the United

Kingdom in July.

Both the Foreign Secretary and the Secretary of State for
Energy disagree with this advice. They say Lukonin is only a
senior official, not the man in charge: he carries no
political weight: Mr. Parkinson will be seeing him anyway: and
if we let in Soviet Ministers at this level, we shall be

opening a flopdgate.

Agree not to . Lukonin?

B

C.D . POWELL

22 MAY 1989 7/\< ‘




RESTRICTED

Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWIA 2AH

22 May 1989

Soviet Minister of Nuclear Power

Thank you for your letter of _4-May about a possible
call on the Prime Minister by Lukonin. I have seen
Stephen Haddrill's letter to you of 18 May giving the Energy
Secretary's view.

There is certainly no objection to the Prime
Minister receiving Lukonin if she feels committed to
Lord Marshall. But the Foreign Secretary does not consider
that Lukonin has any real claim on her time. Far from being
a major political figure, he is the equivalent, in broad
terms, of a senior official in the Department of Energy and
would not normally merit a call on the Prime Minister.
Receiving Lukonin might also create something of a precedent.

éﬁt»"j —rr—es

(R H T Gozney) (
Private Secretary

C D Powell Esqg
PS/No 10 Downing Street
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TO FLASH FCO
TELNO 836

OF 210939Z MAY 89

YOUR TELNO 651 AND MY TELNO 835:

EXPULSIONS: PRESS BRIEFING

1. I BRIEFED THE 3 EXPELLED JOURNALISTS AT 210700Z AND 5 OTHER
BRITISH CORRESPONDENTS (FINANCIAL TIMES, INDEPENDENT, OBSERVER,
REUTER, LBC) AT 0800Z.

ON THE RECORD

2 I TOLD THE SECOND GROUP ON THE RECORD THAT I WAS CALLED IN AT
10.15 LAST NIGHT BY FIRST DEPUTY MINISTER KOVALEV TO BE TOLD THAT THE
RUSSTIANS WERE EXPELLING 11 MEMBERS OF THE BRITISH COMMUNITY,
INCLUDING 3 JOURNALISTS, AND DECLARING 3 FORMER MEMBERS OF THE
EMBASSY PNG. I GAVE THE NAMES AND RANK, SAVE THAT I IDENTIFIED THE
PNG LIST ONLY BY RANK AND DESIGNATION. THE EXPELLEES HAD TWO WEEKS
IN WHICH TO LEAVE.

3if. I SAID THAT THIS WAS MIRROR-IMAGE RETALIATION WITH NO OBJECTIVE
JUSTIFICATION. IT FOLLOWED ACTION TAKEN IN LONDON ON THE PREVIOUS
DAY. THE SOVIET ACTION WAS NOT IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE WAY THE
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE TWO COUNTRIES WAS DEVELOPING. WE HAD NO
DESIRE THAT THE WIDER POLITICAL RELATIONSHIP SHOULD BE AFFECTED.

4. I EXPLAINED THAT A GLOBAL CEILING HAD BEEN IMPOSED, ALSO AS A
MIRROR IMAGE. I DECLINED TO GIVE NUMBERS OR TO SPECULATE HOW IT
WOULD OPERATE.

EXPELLEES

5il. I HAD PREVIOUSLY BEEN OVER THE SAME GROUND WITH THE EXPELLEES,
COMBINED WITH A LONG DISCUSSION OF THEIR PERSONAL CIRCUMSTANCES. I
EXPRESSED SYMPATHY AND OFFERED LOGISTICAL AND OTHER ASSISTANCE. FOR
THEIR PERSONAL BACKGROUND INFORMATION ONLY I READ THE TERMS OF THE
SOVIET ACCUSATION AGAINST BRITISH EXPELLEES IN MY TELNO 831 (NB I DID
NOT/NOT READ THIS TO THE SECOND GROUP). I SAID THE RUSSIANS HAD MADE
NO/NO SPECIFIC ALLEGATIONS AGAINST ANY INDIVIDUAL.

6. THE 3 ASKED A NUMBER OF QUESTIONS WHICH I REFERRBD TO YOU. I
EMPHASISED THAT OUR INTENTION WAS TO TRY TO CARRY ON BUSINESS AS
USUAL. THAT WAS THEIR WISH TOO, PERSONALLY OVER THE NEXT FORTNIGHT
AND WITH REGARD TO THEIR OFFICES. THEY WERE MORE CONCERNED ABOUT THE
PROSPECTS FOR REPLACEMENT THAN PERSONALLY TO USE THE SCOOP.

7. ROXBURGH IS IN A PARTICULARLY DIFFICULT POSITION, AS HE WAS IN
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THE THROES OF RESIGNING FORM THE SUNDAY TIMES AND SEEKING
ACCREDITATION FROM SEPTEMBER AS THE CORRESPONDENT OF THE NEW ''SUNDAY
CORRESPONDENT. " HE TOOK THE NEWS VERY HARD, THOUGH IN THE
CIRCUMSTANCES ALL THREE ACCEPTED IT AS WELL AS MIGHT HAVE BEEN
EXIRECHFE DI

MFA

8. I WARNED THE HEAD OF SECOND EUROPEAN DEPT OF THE LINE I WAS ABOUT
TO TAKE WITH THE PRESS. USPENSKY AFFECTED SURPRISE, AND IMPLIED THAT
I WAS NOT ACTING IN TERMS OF THE CONVERSATION WITH KOVALEV. HE SAID
THAT THE SOVIET EMBASSY IN LONDON HAD SAT ON THE NEWS. I REMINDED
HIM THAT I HAD TOLD KOVALEV THAT THE NEWS WAS BOUND TO LEAK ONCE
PEOPLE BEGAN TO MOVE, AND THAT I HAD NO CHOICE BUT TO TELL THE THREE
BRITISH JOURNALISTS IMMEDIATELY THAT THE RUSSIANS HAD CHOSEN TO EXPEL
THEM. THERAFTER WE HAD LITTLE CONTROL OVER THE STORY, BUT WE DID NOT
INTEND TO MAKE POLITICAL CAPITAL OVER THIS STORY.

9. THERE IS AN OBVIOUS CONTRAST BETWEEN USPENSKY'S OLD-FASHIONED
LINE AND CHERNYAYEV'S, SENSIBLE COMMENT TO ME THAT THE STORY WOULD
INEVITABLY COME 0OUT.

BRAITHWAITE

DISTRIBUTION
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FM MOSCOW

TO DESKBY 210700Z FCO
TELNO 835

OF 210655Z MAY 89

YOUR TELEGRAM 651: EXPULSIONS

IN CIRCUMSTANCES OUR NEXT STEPS, INCLUDING PRESS HANDLING AND ANY
FURTHER ACTION, WE NEED TO KEEP OUR BASIC OBJECTIVES AND TACTICS
FIRMLY IN MIND. THESE WERE CLEARLY INDICATED IN THE PRIME MINISTER'S
MESSAGE TO GORBACHEV:

A) TO DEFEND OURSELVES AGAINST UNACCEPTABLE SOVIET INTELLIGENCE
ACTIVITIES:

B TO ENCOURAGE A CHANGE IN SOVIET POLICY SO THAT IN FUTURE SOVIET
OFFICIALS IN BRITAIN ENGAGE EXTENSIVELY AND OPENLY IN THE PROMOTION
OF LEGITIMATE BUSINESS

C) SO TO HANDLE THE PRESENT AFFAIR, AS TO FORWARD BOTH OF THOSE
OBJECTIVES. HENCE THE PERSONAL APPROACH TO GORBACHEV HIMSELF AND THE
INTENTION, STATED BY THE PRIME MINISTER, TO LIMIT PUBLICITY.

2. NOTHING THAT THE RUSSIANS HAVE YET DONE WAS SURPRISING OR
UNFORESEEABLE. THERE WAS NEVER MUCH CHANCE THAT THEY WOULD NOT
RETALIATE, AND NO CHANCE THAT THEY COULD AVOID HITTING INNOCENT
PEOPLE. IT WAS ALWAYS LIKELY, AS WE KNEW, THAT THEY WOULD CORRECT
THE ANOMALY, AS THEY SAW IT, WHEREBY WE IMPOSED A CEILING AND THEY
DID NOT. THAT IS WHAT THEY DID WITH THE AMERICANS, JAPANESE AND
CANADIANS. WE KNOW AND DISCOUNTED THESE RISKS IN ESTABLISHING OUR
THREE POLICY OBJECTIVES AND IN TAKING THE ACITON WE HAD TO TAKE.

3. CHERNYAYEV'S INITIAL REACTION TO THE PRIME MINISTER'S MESSAGE MAY
INDICATE THAT GORBACHEV'S CLOSE ADVISERS, AT ANY RATE, ARE OPEN TO
NEW THINKING. IT MAY BE THAT GORBAHCEV HIMSELF WILL NOW FEEL THAT HE
HAS SO FAR DEVOTED INSUFFICIENT PERSONAL ATTENTION TO AN ISSUE, THE
FULL IMPLICATIONS OF WHICH FOR THE ANGLO-SOVIET RELATIONSHIP AND FOR
THE SOVIET IMAGE IN THE WEST HE MAY NOT HAVE APPRECIATED. BUT HE
WILL NOT BE ABLE TO CHANGE QUICKLY THE INGRAINED ATTITUDES OF THE
KGB, AND IT IS CERTAINLY TOO SOON FOR US TO EXPECT TO SEE THE
RESULTS. THE LEAVEN WILL WORK SLOWLY, IF AT ALL.

4. IN GOING FOR RAPID, MIRROR-IMAGE RETALIATION, THE RUSSIANS ARE
FOLLOWING THEIR OWN RECENT PRECEDENT. THIS IS WHY THEY HAVE INCLUDED
THREE BRITISH JOURNALISTS AND SO GREATLY COMFLICATED OUR ABILITY TO
LIMIT PUBLICITY. BUT OUR POLICY REASONS FOR GOING FOR THE LOWEST
POSSIBLE LEVEL OF PUBLICITY, AND ESPECIALLY OF OFFICIAL COMMENT,
REMAIN VALID. BY THROWING OUR JOURNALISTS RATHER THAN SAY, AN
EMBASSY INFORMATION OFFICER) THEY HAVE IN FACT MADE A POLITICAL
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5. WE ARE ENTITLED TO FEEL A STRONG AND NATURAL RESENTMENT AT THE
RUSSIANS' BASIC INTELLIGENCE POLICIES, AND AT THEIR REACTIONS TO THE
JUSTIFIED STEP WE HAVE TAKEN. BUT BOTH OUR SECURITY OBJECTIVES, AND
OUR WIDER POLITICAL OBJECTIVES, ARE BEST FURTHERED IF GORBACHEV WERE
TO CONCLUDE THAT SOVIET INTELLIGENCE POLICIES SHOULD BE MODIFIED. HE
WILL FIND IT HARDER TO DO SO, OR TO CONVINCE THE SOVIET INTELLIGENCE
AGENCIES OF THE DESIRABILITY OF SOME CHANGE, IF BRITISH OFFICIAL
COMMENT IS UNRESTRAINED, AND IF WE NOW TAKE FURTHER ACTION AGAINT
SOVIET INTEREST, OR IF WE MAKE POLITICAL GESTURES, SUCH AS CANCELLING
VISITS. THIS WOULD PROVOKE COUNTER-RETALIATION, AND NOT PROMOTE THE
OBJECTIVES SET OUT IN PARAGRAPH 1 ABOVE.

6. I WOULD WELCOME A FURTHER OPPORTUNITY TO SPEAK TO CHERNYAYEV.

BUT I WOULD NEED A GOOD REASON: EG TO DELIVER ANOTHER MESSAGE FROM
THE PRIME MINISTER, FOR WHICH AT PRESENT I SEE NO JUSTIFICAITON.

7. I WILL SEND SEPARATELY SOME IDEAS ON THE IMPLICATIONS FOR US OF
THE NEW CEILING. YOU WILL GATHER FROM THE FOREGOING THAT I AM NOT IN
FAVOUR OF ANY FURTHER RACHETING DOWN OF THE RUSSIANS, UNLESS THEY
ENGAGE IN SOME NEW PROVOCATION. A WAR OF CEILINGS OR VISAS WOULD NOT
SERVE OUR OBJECTIVES. WE MUST WAIT TO SEE HOW THE SOVIET CEILING IS
APPLIED. WE MAY BE ALBE TO ESTABLISH A DEGREE OF FLEXIBILITY IF WE
DO NOT REACT NOW ON A WORST CASE ASSUMPTION.

RESIDENT CLERK PLEAE INFORM PRIVATE SECRETARY, HEMANS (SOVIET
DEPARTMENT) , BURNS (NEW DEPARTMENT) AND POWELL (NO 10).

BRAITHWAITE

DISTRIBUTION
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PRIME ISTER

EXPULSIONS
You will want to see the two attached telegrams.

The first records Roderic Braithwaite's meeting with Chernayev

(who is Gorbachev's Charles Powell). This was remarkably realistic
and shows that your tactic of sending Gorbachev a message has

paid off in the first instance. You will note that Chernayev

regards it as inevitable that news will eventually leak.

The second telegram records a failed attempt by Braithwaite
e,

to see the Foreign Ministry this morning. They are clearly

waiting for instructions and meanwhile avoiding him. It must

be likely that the traditional Russian attitudes will predominate

and we shall hear that a number of our people are to be expelled

although this may not be until Monday.

I think so far this has gone as well as could be expected -

thanks to you.

& DY

(C. D. POWELL)

20 May 1989

SECRET
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TO FLASH FCO
TELNO 834

OF 20232172 MAY 89

MY TELS 830, 831, 832: EXPULSIONS: COMMENTS AND FURTHER ACTION

1. THE MOST IMMEDIATE ISSUE CONCERNS THE PRESS HANDLING ON WHICH I
SHALL NEED YOUR COMMENTS OR ASSENT BY 210400Z IF POSSIBLE (EG BY A
SHORT TELEPHONE CALL TO H OF C ON 202-3724): SEE PARAS 5-6 BELOW.

AS FOR MORE GENERAL PRELIMINARY COMMENT, I ASSUME THAT THE REFERENCE
TO THE ''LEADERSHIP'' (RUKOVODSTVO) IN KOVALEV'S SPEAKING NOTE IS THE
NEAREST WE SHALL GET TO A REPLY TO THE PRIME MINISTER'S MESSAGE: BUT
THAT IT IS AN INDICATION THAT, OTHER THINGS BEING EQUAL, THE RUSSIANS
INTEND TO PERMIT NORMAL BUSINESS TO CONTINUE WITHOUT FURTHER GESTURES
SUCH AS THE CANCELLATION OF PLANNED VISITS. BEYOND THAT, THE
RUSSIANS HAVE GONE FOR SOMETHING CLOSE TO A MIRROR IMAGE, EXCEPT ON
THE CEILING WHERE THEY HAVE ACTED TO REPAIR WHAT THEY HAVE ALWAYS
SEEN AS AN ANOMALY. AS IN THE PAST, THEY HAVE PICKED ON SOME PEOPLE
WITH AN ESPECIALLY CLOSE INTEREST IN AND KNOWLEDGE OF THE SOVIET
UNION: ADAM NOBLE (AN INTERNAL AFFAIRS SPECIALIST FROM RESEARCH
DEPARTMENT) ANGUS ROXBURGH OF THE SUNDAY TIMES, (A SOVIET EXPERT
BEFORE HE BECAME A JOURNALIST) AND TO SOME EXTENT HELEN PICKERING AND
NIGEL SHAKESPEAR (BOTH OF WHOM HAVE A NUMBER OF SOVIET FIRENDS AND A
GENUINE INTEREST IN THE PLACE).

2. IN SOME RESPECTS THE LIST IS MARGINALLY LESS DAMAGING THAN IT

MIGHT HAVE BEEN. ALL 3 JOURNALISTS HAVE BEEN HERE A FAIRLY LONG
TIME. WO PURFIT IS DUE TO LEAVE IN AUGUST. NO GREAT DAMAGE IS
INFLICTED BY THE LIST OF THREE STAFF BARRED FROM RETURNING (HARE HAS
INDEED RESIGNED FROM TSD). MOST CONSPICUOUSLY, MY DEFENCE AND AIR

ATTACHE IS NOT NAMED, ALTHOUGH HIS SOVIET COUNTERPART WAS EXPELLED.

3. THIS DOES NOT DIMINISH THE FACT THAT THE EXPULSIONS ARE A SEVERE
PERSONAL BLOW TO THE INDIVIDUALS AND THEIR FAMILIES (WHOSE INTERESTS
WE MUST TREAT WITH THE MAXIMUM OF SYMPATHY) AND TO THE EMBASSY AS A
WHOLE. WE SHALL CONSIDER THE STAFFING IMPLICATIONS IN DUE COURSE.
CEILING

4. WE RECENTLY SENT YOU FIGURES FOR BRITISH REPRESENTATIVES AND
SOVIET EMPLOYEES IN MOSCOW, AGAINST THIS EVENTUALITY. IMPOSITION OF
A SOVIET CEILING IS WHAT WE FEARED. THE CRUX IS HOW IT WILL WORK.
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IF TAKEN LITERALLY, A CEILING OF 205 FOR ALL BRITISH RESIDENT
REPRESENTATIVES AND THEIR LOCAL STAFF WOULD INFLICT GRAVE DAMAGE (THE
EMBASSY ALONE WOULD COME CLOSE TO THIS NUMBER). BUT IS SEEMS
IMPROBABLE THAT THE RUSSIANS WILL WISH TO EXPEL LARGE NUMBERS OF
COMMERCIAL REPRESENTATIVES AND JOURNALISTS, OR REMOVE THEIR STAFF.

WE SHALL HAVE TO FEEL OUR WAY (WITHOUT OF COURSE ASKING DIRECT
QUESITONS) AND REPORT FURTHER.

ACTION WITH THE PRESS

5) ¢ I RECOMMEND THAT WE MAINTAIN OUR STRATEGY OF KEEPING OFFICIAL
STATEMENTS TO THE ESSENTIAL MINIMUM AND OF NOT HEAPING FUEL ON THE
FLAMES. THIS IS CONSISTENT WITH THE LINE IN THE PRIME MINISTER'S
MESSAGE . IT WILL IMPROVE OUR - PERHAPS SLIM - CHANCES OF PERSUADING
GORBAHCEV TO IMPOSE A DIFFERENT LINE IN THE FUTURE. WE CAN ASSUME
THAT THE CORRESPONDENTS AND THEIR EDITORS WILL MAKE THE RIGHT POINTS
WITHOUT TOO MUCH OFFICIAL ASSISTANCE, SO LONG AS IT IS MADE CLEAR TO
THEM THAT THE RUSSIANS HAVE ACTED PURELY IN RETALIATION AGAINST A
NECESSARY AND JUSTIFIED ACTION BY THE BRITISH GOVERNMENT.

6. BUT THE STORY WILL BREAK AS SOON AS I BRIEF ROXBURGH, HARRIS AND
GLOVER-JAMES (IF HE IS HERE: HE MAY BE IN BUDAPEST). I PROPOSE THE
FOLLOWING:

A) AT 210400Z (IE 0800 LOCAL) WE INVITE THE THREE JOURNALISTS TO CALL
AT THE EMBASSY AN HOUR LATER.

B) 210500Z: I TELL THE THREE THAT THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT HAS
REQUESTED THEIR DEPARTURE: THAT CERTAIN MEMBERS OF THE EMBASSY ARE
ALSO LEAVING. THIS IS AN ACT OF STRAIGHT RETALIAITON AGAINST
INNOCENT PEOPLE. I CANNOT GIVE DETAILS OF THE EMBASSY STAFF AT THIS
STAGE BECAUSE THEY HAVE NOT YET HAD A CHANCE TO INFORM THEIR
RELATIVES. THEY MUST ADDRESS ANY ENQUIRIES ABOUT WHAT HAS HAPPENED
IN LONDON TO NEWS DEPARTMENT.

C) THIS MEANS THAT THE STORY WILL BEGIN TO BREAK ON THE BBC ETC BY
0700z . IT WOULD NOT BE FEASIBLE TO EMBARGO THE INFORMATION. AND FOR
CREDIBILITY AND GOOD ORDER TO BOTH YOU AND I WILL NEED TO SAY
SOMETHING FURTHER DURING THE DAY.

D) AT 1100Z YOU DEPLOY SUCH FURTHER DETAILS AS YOU ARE GOING TO
GIVE. I SHOULD SIMULTANEOUSLY CONVENE ALL THE BRITISH CORRESPONDENTS
IN MOSCOW, AND GIVE THEM THE COMPLETE LIST OF NAMES. I SHALL
EMPHASISE THAT THIS IS RETALIATION AND REFER ALL FURTHER ENQUIRIES TO
YOU. (THEY WILL GET THE NAMES ANYWAY, SO THERE IS NO SENSE IN NOT
VOLUNTERING THEM) .

NAVAL VISIT
7. HMS BRISTOL IS DUE IN LENINGRAD ON 26 MAY. ALTHOUGH RUSSIANS

PAGE 2
SECRET




C

112530
MDHIAN 5633

SECRET

HAVE YET TO GRANT DIPLOMATIC CLEARANCE, THIS IS NOT UNUSUAL AND
NOTHING HAS BEEN SAID TO SUGGEST THAT THEY ARE CANCELLING THE VISIT.

8. TWO OF MY THREE NAVAL ATTACHES ARE BEING EXPELLED. HOWEVER, THE
VISIT WILL HAVE BEEN ACCOMPLISHED WITHIN THE 14 DAYS. I SHALL

DISCUSS THIS FURTHER WITH MY DEFENCE STAFF IN THE MORNING, AND WILL
THEN TELEGRAPH AGAIN.

PNG LIST

9. YOU WILL OBVIOUSLY WISH TO CONTACT THE THREE PEOPLE NAMED AS
BARRED FROM RETURNING. GRATEFUL FOR INSTRUCITONS ON WHETHER I SHOULD
ALSO GIVE OUT THEIR NAMES AT 1100Z TOMORROW.

BRAITHWAITE
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TO FLASH FCO
TELNO 832

OF 202138Z MAY 89

MY 2 IPTS: MEETING WITH KOVALEV

1. THE FOLLOWING IS THE FULL ACCOUNT OF MY MEETING WITH KOVALEV, WHO |
WAS ACCOMPANIED BY USPENSKY (HEAD OF SECOND EUROPEAN DEPARTMENT).

2. KOVALEV READ THE SPEAKING NOTE IN MIPT. I SAID I WOULD NOT
COMMENT ON HIS ASSERTION THAT WE DID NOT HAVE FACTS TO SUPPORT OUR
ACTION. HE KNEW BETTER THAN I THAT OUR ACTION WAS JUSTIFIED. SIR J
FRETWELL HAD TOLD ZAMYATIN THAT WE WOULD VIEW ANY SOVIET RETALIATION
MOST SERIOUSLY. I QUOTED THE PENULTIMATE PARAGRAPH OF FRETWELL'S
SPEAKING NOTE. I SAID THAT I WOULD NOT EXPAND ON THIS POINT, BUT
WOULD ADD SOME PERSONAL OBSERVATIONS.

3. I AGREED WITH KOVALEV THAT THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE TWO
COUNTRIES WAS A CAPIFAL—WHICH SHOULD BE PRESERVED. HE WOULD KNOW
FROM THE PRIME MINISTER'S LETTER TO MR GORBACHEV THAT SHE AND THE
GOVERNMENT SHARED THIS VIEW. ALTHOUGH THE MATTER IN QUESITON WAS A
NARROW ASPECT OF OUR RELATIONS, IT HAD BEEN AND REMAINED A
CONSIDERABLE BURDERN ON THE CONSTRUCTIVE RELATIONS WE WERE SEEKING TO
DEVELOP. WE HAD SPOKEN TO THE RUSSIANS ON MANY OCCASIONS AT
DIFFERENT LEVELS ABOUT THE DESIRABILITY OF DOING SOMETHING ABOUT
THIS. WE HAD MADE CLEAR THAT THE BRITISH GOVERNMENT HAD NOT AND
COULD NOT CHANGE ITS POLICY OF PRESERVING NATIONAL SECURITY IN THE
FACE OF A CONTINUING CAMPAIGN TO INTRODUCE INTELLIGENCE OFFICERS INTO
BRITAIN. BUT WE HAD BEEN FACED WITH A SITUATION IN WHICH, TO QUOTE
THE PRIME MINISTER'S LETTER, THE SOVIET INTELLIGENCE SERVICES HAD
STEP BY STEP RECONSTRUCTED THEIR STAFF IN LONDON. WE HAD HAD NO
ALTERNATIVE OTHER THAN TO DO WHAT WE HAD DONE.

4. I SAID THAT THE ONLY WAY OF REMOVING THIS BURDEN WOULD BE A
CHANGE IN THE PQLICY OF THOSE -AGENCIES. THE CONTINUATION OF THEIR
POLICY PRESEVED PRECISELY THAT ''ENEMY IMAGE'' OF THE SOVIET UNION
WHICH IN SO MANY OTHER WAYS WAS BEING DISSOLVED. OUR ACTION SHOULD
HAVE COME AS NO SURPRISE, AS OUR POLICY HAD BEEN CONSTANTLY
REITERATED.

5. I COMMENTED THAT THE VERY WIDE RANGE OF ACTIVITIES STEMMING FROM
THE EXPANDING RELATIONSHIP REQUIRED THE PRESENCE IN BOTH COUNTRIES OF
OFFICIAL AND NON-OFFICIAL REPRESENTATIVES ENGAGED IN LEGITIMATE
BUSINESS. I REJECTED THE DESCRIPTION IN KOVALEV'S DEMARCH OF THE
BRITISH REPRESENTATIVES NAMED. THESE WERE INNOCENT PEOPLE. BY
RETALIATING AGAINST THEM THE SOVIET UNION GAVE FURTHER SIGN THAT IT
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HAD NOT YET TAKEN ALL THE STEPS NECESSARY TO REMOVE ITS NEGATIVE
IMAGE . THIS WAS NOT IN THE INTERESTS OF THE USSR, ANY MORE THAN OF
THE UK.

6. I NOTED THAT KOVALEV HAD SAID THAT THE SOVIET SIDE DID NOT INTEND
TO PUBLICISE THE EXCHANGE. PUBLICITY WAS INEVITABLE AS PEOPLE
PREPARED TO LEAVE, ESPECIALLY AS SOME WERE JOURNALISTS. BUT WE WOULD
SEEK TO AVOID GENERATING COMMENT. I CONCLUDED THAT I WOULD REPORT TO
YOU. I HAD TO RESERVE YOUR POSITION ON ALL ASPECTS OF THE QUESTION.
YOU WOULD OF COURSE MAKE UP YOUR OWN MIND ON WHAT HAD BEEN SAID TO
ME .

7. KOVALEV REPLIED THAT THE SOVIET SPEAKING NOTE HAD ESSENTIALLY
COVERED ALL THE POINTS I HAD MADE. HE REJECTED MY REFERENCE TO THE
GUILT OF THE SOVIET EXPELLEES, AND WHAT I HAD SAID ABOUT REINFORCING
THE ''ENEMY IMAGE.'' WE SHOULD BE CAREFUL ABOUT SPEAKING IN SUCH
TERMS. HE EMPHASISED THE IMPORTANCE OF PRESERVING CONFIDENCE.

81s I CONCLUDED THE CONVERSATION BY SAYING THAT IT WOULD BE FRUITLESS
FOR US TO DISCUSS THE QUESITON OF EVIDENCE ANY FURTHER. WE MUST
LEAVE THIS TO THOSE WHO WERE IN A POSITION TO JUDGE.

BRAITHWAITE
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TO FLASH FCO
TELNO 831

OF 201958Z MAY 89

MY IPT EXPULSIONS: FOR RESIDENT CLERK

FOLLOWING IS OUR TRANSLATION OF KOVALEV'S SPEAKING NOTE

BEGINS

THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT PROTESTS STRONGLY AT THE UNFRIENDLY AND
PROVOCATIVE ACTION TAKEN BY THE BRITISH AUTHORITIES AGAINST A NUMBER
OF OFFICIALS OF SOVIET ORGANISATIONS (UCHREZHDENIA) IN LONDON. THE
SOVIET AUTHORITIES CATEGORICALLY REJECT THE GROUNDLESS ACCUSATIONS
AGAINST THE SOVIET OFFICIALS, WHOSE ACTIVITIES FULLY ACCORD WITH THE
PROVISIONS OF THE VIENNA CONVENTION ON DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS, AND WITH
THE GENERALLY ACCEPTED NORMS OF INTERNATIONAL BEHAVIOUR. THE BRITISH
AUTHORITIES HAVE ADDUCED NO FACTS TO THE CONTRARY.

THERE IS NO DOUBT THAT THE STEP TAKEN BY THE BRITISH GOVERNMENT
CONTRADICTS THE CHARACTER AND LEVEL OF OUR RELATIONS. MUCH HAS BEEN
DONE IN THE RECENT PERIOD TO STRENGTHEN THE COMMON MOVEMENT OF OUR
TWO COUNTRIES TOWARDS COOPERATION AND MUTUAL UNDERSTANDING. THIS IS
A MOST VALUABLE POLITICAL CAPITAL FOR BOTH STATES. THE SOVIET
LEADERSHIP (RUKOVODSTVO) CONSIDERS THAT THE HIGH LEVEL OF
ANGLO-SOVIET RELATIONSHIP WHICH HAS BEEN ACHIEVED SHOULD BE
PRESERVED. UNFORTUNATELY THE ACTION WHICH HAS BEEN TAKEN BY THE
BRITISH SIDE CLEARLY ACTS IN THE OPPOSITE SENSE.

WHEREAS THE ACCUSATIONS WHICH HAVE BEEN MADE AGAINST A NUMBER OF
SOVIET OFFICIALS IN LONDON ARE ENTIRELY INVENTED, THE SOVIET
AUTHORITIES HAVE FIRM EVIDENCE THAT CERTAIN OFFICIALS (SOTRUDNIKI) OF
BRITISH ORGANISATIONS AND REPRESENTATIONS (UCHREZHDENIA I
PREDSTAVITELSTVA) IN MOSCOW WHO HAVE BEEN WORKING ILLEGALLY IN THE
FOR THESE. REASONS 11 BRITISH OFFICIALS ARE TO LEAVE THE SOVIET UNION
WITHIN 2 WEEKS IN CONNECTION WITH THEIR PARTICIPATION IN
INPERMISSIBLE ACTIVITIES ON THE TERRITORY OR OUR COUNTRY. AT THE
SAME TIME, THREE BRITISH CITIZENS FORMERLY WORKING IN MOSCOW ARE
DECLARED PERSONA NON GRATA (SEE THE ATTACHED LIST). IN ADDITION,
HENCEFORWARD, ON A BASIS OF RECIPROCITY, A QUOTA IS ESTABLISHED FOR
THE PERSONNEL OF THE BRITISH ORGANISATIONS AND REPRESENTATIONS IN
MOSCOW, INCLUDING THE SOVIET CITIZENS WORKING THERE, EQUAL TO THE
PRESENT NUMERICAL QUOTA OF PERSONNEL IN SOVIET INSTITUTIONS IN
BRITAIN - IE 205 (TWO HUNDRED AND FIVE).

IT IS REQUESTED THAT THE CONTENTS OF THIS COMMUNICATION SHOULD BE

PAGE 1
CONFIDENTIAL




CONFIDENTIAL

11125113

MDHIAr‘sso

BROUGHT TO THE ATTENTION OF THE BRITISH GOVERNMENT.
ENDS
RUSSIAN TEXT FOLLOWS BY BAG.
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TO FLASH FCO

TELNO 830

0OF 201942Z MAY 89

EXPULSIONS: FOR RESIDENT CLERK

1. I WAS SUMMONED BY FIRST DEPUTY MINISTER KOVALEV AT 1015 PM LOCAL
ON SATURDAY 20 MAY.

2. HE INFORMED ME THAT THE FOLLOWING EIGHT MEMBERS OF THIS EMBASSY
AND THREE BRITISH CORRESPONDENTS WOULD HAVE TO LEAVE THE SOVIET UNION
WITHIN TWO WEEKS:

MICHAEL ANDERSON, SECOND SECRETARY

CAPT CHRISTOPHER MEYER, NAVAL ATTACHE

ADAM NOBLE, SECOND SECRETARY

HELEN PICKERING, VICE CONSUL

WARRANT OFFICER LAING PURFITT, JUNIOR MEMBER OF DEFENCE STAFF

LT CDR CHRISTOPHER WATSON, ASSISTANT NAVAL ATTACHE

PAUL SHARP, THIRD SECRETARY

MAJOR NIGEL SHAKESPEAR, ASSISTANT MILITARY ATTACHE

IAN GLOVER-JAMES, ITN

ANGUS ROXBURGH, SUNDAY TIMES

JEREMY HARRIS, BBC

3. THE FOLLOWING EX-MEMBERS OF THE EMBASSY WERE DECLARED PNG

- CAPTAIN JOHN DYKES, FORMER NAVAL ATTACHE

- '"'RICHARD'' TURNER, FORMER ASSISTANT NAVAL ATTACHE (PRESUMABLY
MEANS ROGER TURNER, ANA UNTIL 1988)

- DEREK HARE, FORMER MEMBER OF TECHNICAL STAFF

4. WE ARE INFORMING THOSE CONCERNED IMMEDIATELY, WITH THE EXCEPTION
OF THE THREE JOURNALISTS. EMBASSY STAFF WILL BE TOLD TO KEEP THE
NEWS TO THEMSELVES FOR THE TIME BEING.

5. I PROPOSE NOT/NOT TO WAKE THE JOURNALISTS WITH THIS UNPLEASANT
NEWS IN THE MIDDLE OF THE NIGHT, WHICH WOULD IN ANY CASE CAUSE THE
STORY TO BREAK BEFORE YOU HAD TIME FOR PREPARATION OR THE FULL FACTS
TO HAND. BUT I DO NOT CONSIDER THAT I CAN DELAY INFORMING THEM
BEYOND 0800 LOCAL TOMORROW MORNING (210400Z). GRATEFUL FOR
CONFIRMATION BY FLASH TELEGRAM THAT YOU AGREE TO THIS.

6. MIFT CONTAINS TEXT OF KAVELEV'S SPEAKING NOTE. FURTHER REPORT
AND COMMENT WILL FOLLOW

BRAITHWAITE
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want to see the two attached te : /”——””‘

sords Roderic Braithwaite's meeting with Chernayev

Gorbachev's Charles Powell). This was remarkably
and shows that your tactic of sending Gorbach a message h
paid off in the first instance. You will note that Chernay
regards it as inevitable that news w 11 eventually
telegram records a failed attempt by Braithwailte
Foreign Ministry this morning. They are clearly
For instructions and meanwhile avoiding him.
that the traditional Russian attitudes
and we shall hear that a number of our people

although this may not be until Monday.

thanks to you.

-
DN

{C. D. POWELL)

20 May 1989
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FCO TELNO 6332 EXPULSIONS

SUMMARY

1, GORDACHEVY'S ADYISER TAKES THE MNEWS CALMLY, ENGAGES |IN RATIONAL
DISCUSSION OF THE SUBJECT, ACKNOWLEDGES THE PRIME MINISTER'S
RESPUNS |BLE APPROACH, AND THANKS ME FOR DELIVERING THE MESSAGE
DIRECTLY TO MM,

RETAIL / s
2. | SAw CHERNYAYEV AT 1700 LOCAL TIME FOR HALF AN HOUR. HE WAS
RELAXED AMD ALOME, {
3. | EXPLAINED THAT | HAD CALLED ON CHERNYAYEY BECAUSE THE PRIME
MINISTER WISHED MER PERSONAL MESSAGE TO BE CONVEYED DIRECTLY TO
GURBACHEV, AND BECAUSE 1Y CONCERNED ORGANS OF STATE QUTSIDE THE
MINISTRY UF FUREIGN AFFAIRS. N HANDING OVER THE PRIME MINISTER'S
LETTER, | EMPHAS{SED THAT THIS MAYTER CONGCERNED UNE NARROW = BUT VERY
IMPORTANT — ASPECT OF A RELATIONSHIP WHICH IN OTHER RESPECTS HAD
DEVELOPED VERY WELL OVER THE PAST FOQUR YEARS. | DREw ATTENTION TO
WHAT THE FRIME MINISTER HAD SAID ABOUT THE CEILING AND ABOUT NOT
INITIATING PUBLICITY. CHERNYAYEV COMMENTED THAT THE STORY wOULD
EVENTUALLY GET INTO THE PRESS, | AGREED THAT THE DEPARTURES WOULD BE
NOTIGED, BUT STRESSED THAT WE UURSELVES WERE NOT MAKING AN
ANRUUNCEMENT OR GENERATING COMMENT, OUR FIRM DETERMINATIONS TO
PRUTECT QUR SECURITY wQULD NOT CHANGE, BUT WE WISHED THE PRESENT
AFFAIW TO BT PLAYED IN THE LOWEST POLITICAL KEY POSSIBLE.
4. HAVING READ THE LETTER AND SIR J FRETWELL'S SPEAKING NOTES,
CHERNYAYEY SA(D THAT HE DID NOT KNOW ThE PEZUPLE NAMED AND KNEW
NOTHING UF THE SUBSTANCE UF THE MATTER. HE WAS THEHREFORE IN NO
PUSITION TU COMMENT, | SAID THAT | HAD NOT EXPECTED HIM TO COMMENT
AT THIS STAGE, ZUT, AS YCU dAD SAID TU SHEVARDNADZE DURING THE
MEETINGS (N APRIL TH13 SERIUUS IRRITANT IN QUR RELATIONSHIP WAS A
HANGUVER FRU THE PAST AND SHOULD EBE CHANGED, WHAT THE PRIME
WINISTeR SALD I8 AER LETTER SHUULD BE TAKEN VERY SERIOUSLY.
3¢ WURSFITS HIS PREVIOUS DISCLAIMER, CHERNYAYEV THEN QUESTIONED ME 1IN
SUme UETAIL AoUUT THE EXFOLSIONS, HE AGREED THAT THE POLIT)CAL
RELATIUNSAIP WAS DEVCELOPING WELL. THE FRANKNESS WITH WHICH THE TwWO
GOVERamENTS HUW SXCHANGED VIEWS WAS WELCOMEs IN THE PRESENT INSTANCE
Ao b uTnende M AFFALCIATES THE HANNER N WHICH WE HAD CHOSEN TQ
Maumbe 1T, FSCLUDLIHG THE UEC (510N THE CEILING, THERE
: BRI T Eo 36 STy i




WANDLE 1T, INCLUDING THE DECISION HOT TO REDUCE THE CEILING. THERE
HAD BEEN SUME BRITISH PRESS STUKIES BEFURE GORBACHEV'S ViISIT ABOUT
SUVIET INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES. MiKS THATCHER HAD NOT RAISED THIS
QUESTIUN DIRECTLY wiTH GURBACHEY. FERHAPS THAT WAS NATURAL, GIVEN
THE SCALE UF THE MATTERS THEY wERE D{SCUSSING. BUT WERE WE SURE OF
QUR EVIDENCE AGAINST THUSE NAMED? WHAT, HE ASKED (LAUGHING),
CUNSTITUTED ESPIONAGE?

6. | SAID THAT | DiD NOT XNOW THE DETAILS OF THE CASE AGAINST THE
EXPELLEES, AS HE WOULD APPRECIATE. HOWEVER, THE PRIME MINISTER HAD
NUT TAKEN HER DECISION LIGHTLY. THE MATTER HAD BEEM CONSIDERED VERY
THURQUGHLY., WE HAD BEEN PLACED IN A SITUATION IN WHICH WE WERE
OBLIGED TU ACY. THERE wAS AN INPORTANT DISTINCTION BETWEEN THE
GATHER ING OF |NFORMATION OPENLY, AND ACTIVITIES WHICH WERE COVERT OR
DID NOT RESPECT THE LAwW. CHERNYAYEV AGREED THAT LAWS HAD TO BE
UBSERVED, .

7. CHERNYAYEY TOOK THIS IN GOOD PARY., ME SAID EMPHAT ICALLY THAT THE
RUSS 1ANS THOROUGHLY APPRECIATED THE PRIME MINISTER'S RESPONSIBLE
APPRUACH TO MATTERS OF STATE: HE WAS SURE HER AFPROACHNFOULD WAVE
BEEN EQUALLY RESPUNSIBLE M THAS INSTANCE, 1T WAS INDEED A QUESTION
OR METHODS3: AND T UAS {MPORTANT TO DEVELOP TRUST. | AGREED: WE WERE
TRYING YO DEVELOP CONTACTS AND RELATIONS I[N DIFFERERT AREAS, WiTH
THE EXAPANSTON b YHE BILATERAL RELATIONSHIP, BOTH THE BRITISH EMBASSY
IR MOSCOW AND THE SOVIET EMBASSY IN LONDON HWAD INCREASING ROLES TO
PLAY. THAT WAS WHY WE HAD DECIDED WOT TO LOWER THE CEILING: THERE
WAS MORE THAN ENQUGH LEGITIMATE WORK FOR OFFICIALS OF BOTH COUNTRIES.
8. CHARNYAYEY WONDERED WHETHER WE WERE PENALISING PEOPLE WHO HAD GOT
ON TO A BLACKLISY BECAUSE OF PAST INTELLIGENCE COWNNECTIONS - EG
WORKING FOR THE KGB(SIC) = WHICH WERE NOW DISCONTINUED, | SAID THAT
i COULD BEE THAT THE RUSSIANS MIGHT HAVE A PROBLEM HERE, CHERNYAYEV
MENT IONED CHETVERIKOV (THE HEAD OF COPYRIGHT AGENCY VAAP, TO WHOM WwE
REFUSED A VISA IN APRIL) AS AM EXAMPLE3 CHETVERIKOY HAD BEEN THROWN
OUT UF FRANCE BUT THAT WAS LONG AGO AND WE wWAS KOwW ACCEPTED BOTH IN
FRANGE AND IN THE UR{TED STATES, 1 SAID THAT WE NEVERTHELESS HAD NO
WAY UF KNOWING WHETHER PEOPLE IN THIS CATEGORY HAD ABANDONED THE IR
PREVIOUS AFFILIATJONS. 1 TOOK THE OPFORTUNITY TO SAY THAT WE DID NOT
AT ALL APPRECIATE THE WAY [N WrICH THE RUSSIANS TRIED TO FORCE US TO
GIVE VISAS TO KNOWN INTELL }GENCE OFF 1CERS FOR POSTS IN LONDON BY
WITHOLDING VISAS FOR BRITISH OFF ICIALS POSTED TO MOSCOW WHOM THEY
KNEW TO BE [NNOCENT. THIS DID HOT AND WOULD MOT AFFECT OUR
JCTERMIHATION TO KEEF THEIR INTELL IGENCE PEOFLE OUT. (T MERELY
CUMPLIGATED THE CONPUCT OF LEGITIMATE BUSINESS.

9. CHERNYAYEV THEN ASKED FOINT BLANK WHETHER OUR CASE AGAINST THE
CXRELLEES whS BASED ON ''CONCRETE ACTIVITIES IN THE PRESENT TIME.''
| 5alD THAT 1T WAS INDELR. CHERNYAYEV REFLIED: ''SO YOU ARE SURE OF
THZ5C CASES?'' | SAID THAT wE WERE. i

10. CHERNYAYEV SAID THAT GURBACHEV WAS NOT IN HIS OFFICE, BUT WAS
FrorARING FOR THE PLCRUR ON MONDAY. HE WOULD REPORT TO GORBACHEV
W1TH A TRANSLATIUN OF Td% LETTER AND WOULD TELEFHOKE HIM TONIGHT.
CHCRNYAYEY ASKED IF 1 wuuLD Bt ACTING ALSO WITH THE MFA, AND SA!D
ThaT | HAD BEEN RIGHT T Cuis JIRECTLY TO HiM FIRST, 1T WAS VERY
larURTAGT Tu nAVE OQUR CXPLANATIUN AND TU CONVEY (T STRAIGHT TO
SUNDACHE Y e  TAlS AS A T'LUmpaL ! WwAY OF DUING BUSINESS,

Y PR §




CUMME WY

11, CAbriYaYLV'S REACTIUN WAS REMARKABLY RCLAXCD, HE UTTERED NOT A
SINGLE CRUSS wuRD, AS THE MEETING WENT ON HE 2ECAML MURE AND MURE
JUSULAR. FAR FRUM TREATING THIS AS A SLAP IN THE FACE OR A

JeL I8CrRATE DISPLAY OF BRITISH TOUGHRESS, ACCEﬁ}ED WiTHOUT QUESTION
THAT THE PRIME MINISTER HAD TAKEN THE DECISION RELUCTANTLY AND THAT
THERE WAS A GENUINE ISSUE AT STAKE ON WHICH OUR ATTITUDE wAS NOT_
SELF~EV IDENTLY UNREASONABLE., HE ALSO SEEMED GLAD YO RECEIVE THE
MESSAGE W )THOUT AN MFA SPIN ON T, HE DID NOT, OF COURSE, OFFER ANY
INDICATION THAT THE RUSSIANS WILL DRAW THE RIGHY CONCLUSION FOR THE
FUTURE ,

12. THE DEFINITIVE SOVIET RESPOHWSE 15 MOST UNLIKELY TO BE A5 CALM AS
THIS., SYRUNG ARGUMENTS FOR RETALIATION WiLL BE MADE, AND WiLL
DOUBTLESS PREVA{L. NOR 1S THERE ANY INDICATION HERE THAT FUNDAMENTAL
SOVIET INTELLIGENCE FRACTICES AND POLICIES WILL BE AFFECTED, BYT IT
IS ENCOURAGING THAT CHERNYAYEV DID NOT DRAW ANY NEGATIVE CONCLUSIONS
ABUUT THE WIDER POLITICAL RELATIONSHIP. HOW THE STORY EVENTUALLY
PLAYS IN THE BRITISH PRESS WILL HAVE AN [MPORTANT INFLUENCE ON
GORBACHEY AND THE RUSSIAN REACTION IN GENERAL: THE LOw KEY APPROACH
15 CLEARLY RIGHT,

13. USFENSKY 1S UNABLE TO SEE ME UNTIL TOMORROW MORNING AT 20908301
HE WiLL BE FREPARED AND H{S REACTIOK.U!LL BE MORE TRADITIONAL. SO
FAR, HOWEVER, $O GOOD

BRAITHWA ITE
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MY, 1£L£saan azs; gxpu5§§gqg Gy ]
: uuzu 1 ARRIVED AT THE WFA FOR MY nsar;us u:ru USPENSKY THIS MORNING,
5 A g} :

WAS nET BY HURAD!AN o_zXHE sECOuD EUROPEAN DEPARTMENT, WHO SA1D THAT
'4THERE NUST yAvE gEEN SDN§ u§§UNDERSTéuDlNG. USPENSKY wAS IN HIS
QFFICE. BUT HE WAS tl“g BEETING WHICH WOULD LAST UNTIL LUNCH.
.HOU:VER HE HAD ALREADY HAD g_PgETS FORH ZAMYATlN AND CHERNYAYEV, AND
DID QOT 1Htugﬁ} uR § EET ﬁg OX IHAT suBJECT WouLD ADD TO WHAT HE
ALREADY KNEW. W L '*'é?_, sl
2. 1 SAID TO MURADYAN THAT | HAD NOT WISHED TO SEEM DISCOURTEOUS TO
USPENSKY BY NOT SPEAK{NG TO HIM AS | HAD TO CHERNYAYEV. IN ADDITION
| WANTED TO MAKE TwO POINTS TO USPENSKY, WHICH | ASKED HIM TO CONVEY:
A) | WANTED TO APOLOGISE FOR HAVING HAD AT THE LAST MINYTE, TO DUCK
QUT OF THE SEMINAR WHICH USPENSKY HAD ORGANISED FOR ME AND THE
CHANCERY IN THE MFA'S COUNTRY HOUSE YESTERDAY. HE WOULD NOW
UNDERSTAND wWHY: | HAD BEEN BUSY ALL DAY WITH TELEGRAMS, BUT |
UNDERSTOUD THAT THE SEMINAR HAD BEEN SUCCESSFUL. WE REGARDED 1T AS A
VALUABLE CONTRIBUTION TO THE CONTNUING BUSINESSL IKE RELATIONSHIP
BETWEEN THE MFA AND THE EMBASSY. ’
B) | HAD ALSO WANTED TO EMPHAS ISE THE POINTS IN THE PRIME MINISTER'S
LETTER AND IN SIR J FRETWELL'S SPEAKING NOTE:
1) WE INTENDED TO PLAY THIS AFFAIR N A LOW KEY1
j1) WE BELIEVED THAT THERE WAS CONS IDERABLE SCOFE FOR THE FURTHER
EXPANS ION OF LEGITIMATE BILATERAL BUSINESS: HENCE THE DECISION OVER
THE CEILING:
[11) WE WOULD TAKE VERY UNKINDLY TO RETALIATION. | SAID THAT | wWOQULD
UOF COURSE BE AVA|LABLE TO USFENSKY SHOULD HE DECIDE A MEETING WAS
USEFUL o
3. USPENSKY WAS ALREADY SHOWING SIGNS OF GOING TO GROUND LAST NIGHT:
HE HAL ORIGINALLY OFFERED ME A MEETING AT 191930L0CAL. | WOULD HAVE
LIKED THE OFORTUWITY TO GET AN (MPRESSION OF HOW ZAMYATIN HAD
REFORTED, Ang TU TRY TO CURRECT ANY B1AS. | GUESS USFENSKY WILL NOT
WUW ST ME UN Td1S @ATTER UNTIL HE DELIVERS THE CONSIDERED SOVIET
RESPUWSE. | DOUBT IF WE LOSE MUCH THEREBY.




PRIME MINISTER

The text of this telegram has been relayed to Charles who
agrees with Braithwaite that the journalists will be told
tomorrow morning. He is in contact with Bernard Ingham and
has a contingency press line prepared. However, he emphasised

that we would not initiate publicity at this end.

. ~
\M&l(\t\(\lV\\W.'

Diana Smith
DUTY CLERK

20 May 1989
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MY TELEGRAM 826: EXPULSIONS

WHEN | ARRIVED AT THE MFA FOR MY MEETING WITH USPENSKY THIS MORNING,
|

WAS MET BY MURADYAN OF THE SECOND EUROPEAN DEPARTMENT, WHO SAID THAT
THERE MUST HAVE BEEN SOME.MISUNDERSTANDING. USPENSKY WAS IN HIS
OFFICE. BUT HE WAS IN A MEETING WHICH wWOULD LAST UNTIL LUNCH.
HOWEVER HE HAD ALREADY HAD REPORTS FORM ZAMYATIN AND CHERNYAYEV, AND
DID NOT THINK A FURTHER MEETING ON THAT SUBJECT WOULD ADD TO WHAT HE
ALREADY KNEW.

2. | SAID TO MURADYAN THAT | HAD NOT WISHED TO SEEM DISCOURTEOUS TO
USPENSKY BY NOT SPEAKING TO HIM AS | HAD TO CHERNYAYEV. IN ADDITION
| WANTED TO MAKE TwO POINTS TO USPENSKY, WHICH | ASKED HIM TO CONVEY:
A) | WANTED TO APOLOGISE FOR HAVING HAD AT THE LAST MINUTE, TO DUCK
QUT OF THE SEMINAR WHICH USPENSKY HAD ORGANISED FOR ME AND THE
CHANCERY I\ E | 'S HE WOULD NOW
UNDERSTAND WHY: | HAD BEEN BUSY ALL DAY WITH TELEGRAMS. BUT |
UNDERSTOOD THAT THE SEMINAR HAD BEEN SUCCESSFUL. WE REGARDED IT AS A
VALUABLE CONTRIBUTION TC THE CONTINUING BUSINESSLIKE RELATIONSHIP
BETWEEN THE MFA AND THE EMBASSY.

B) | HAD ALSO WANTED TO EMPHASISE THE POINTS IN THE PRIME MINISTER'S
LETTER AND IN SIR J FRETWELL'S SPEAKING NOTE:

1) We INTENDED TOU PLAY THIS AFFAIR IN

11) WE BclLIEVED THAT THERE WAS CONSID
cXPANS 10N OF LEGITIMATE BILATERAL BUSIN
THE CEILING:
111) WE WOULL TAKE VERY UNKINDLY TO RETAL IATION. | SAID THAT | wOULD
UF COURSE BE AVAILABLE TO USPEWNSKY SHOULD HE DECIDE A MEETING WAS
USEFUL «
3. USPENSKY WAS ALRcADY SHOWING SIGNS OF GOING TO GROUND LAST NIGHT:
Hz HAD URIGINALLY OFFcRED ME A MEETING AT 191930L0CAL. | WOULD HAVE

(D THt UPURTUNITY TO GET AN I(MPRESS ION VW ZAMYATIN HAD

RECT ANY BIAS. G $ NSKY WILL NOT
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SUMMARY

1. GURBACHEV'S ADVISER TAKES THE NEWS CALMLY, ENGAGES IN RAT|ONAL
DISCUSSION OF THE SUBJECT, ACKNOWLEDGES THE PRIME MINISTER'S
ReSPONSIBLE APPROACH, AND THANKS ME FOR DEL IVERING THE MESSAGE
DIKECTLY TO HIM,

DETAIL

2. | SAW CHERNYAYEV AT 1700 LOCAL TIME FOR HALF AN HOUR. HE WAS
RELAXED AND ALONE.

3. | EXPLAINED THAT | HAD CALLED ON CHERNYAYEV BECAUSE THE PRIME
MINISTER WISHED HER PERSONAL MESSAGE TO BE CONVEYED DIRECTLY TO
GURBACHEY, AND BECAUSE 1T CONCERNED ORGANS OF STATE OUTSIDE THE
MINISTRY OF FUREIGN AFFAIRS. |N HANDING OVER THE PRIME MINISTER'S
LCTTER, | EMPHASISED THAT THIS MATTER CONCERNED ONE NARROW - BUT VERY
1APURTANT = ASPECT OF A RELATIONSHIP WHICH IN OTHER RESPECTS HAD
JLVLLUPCZU VERY WELL OVER THE PAST FOUR YEARS. | DREW ATTENTION TO
WHAT THE PrI¢ME MINISTER HAD SAID ABOUT THE CEILING AND ABOUT NOT
INITIATING PUBLICITY. CHERNYAYeY COMMENTED THAT THE STORY WOULD
EVENTUALLY GET INTO THe PRESS. | AGREED THAT THE DEPARTURES wOULD BE
WuTICcu, BUT STRESSED THAT WE CURSELVES WERE NOT MAKING AN
ANWUUNCEMENT OR GENERATING COMMENT. OUR FIRM DETERMINATIONS TO
PRUTECT UUR SECURITY wOULD NOT CHANGE. BUT WE WISHED THE PRESENT
AFFAIrR TO bt PLAYED IN THE LOWEST POLITICAL KEY PUSSIBLE.

4, HAV|NG READ THE LZTTER AND SIR J FRETWELL'S SPEAKING NOTES,
CHURNYAYEV SAID THAT HE DID NUT KNOW THE PZOPLE NAMED AND KNEW
WWTHInG UF THEZ SUBSTANCE UF THE MATTER., HE WAS THEREFORE IN NO
FUSITION TU COMMENT. | SAID THAT | HAD NOT EXPECTED HIM TO COMMENT
AT THIS STAGE, BUT, AS YUU tAD SAID TU SHEVARDNADZE DURING THE

Pee TINGS IN APRIL THIS Str IOUS IRRITANT IN QUR RELATIONSHIP WAS A
AAGGUVER rFrult THe PAST AND SHUULD EE CHANGED. WHAT THE PRIME

Vil STer SALL IN Her LETTER SHUULD BE TAKEN VERY SERIOUSLY.

Je LUEOPITZ HIS PrReVIOUS DISCLAIMER, CHERNYAYEV THEN QUESTIONED ME IN
sUrle weTall AsUUT THE cXFULS10HS. HE AGREED THAT THE POLITICAL

teLAT lunsdle WAS DCVcLUPIWG WELL. THE FRANKNESS WITH WHICH THE TwO

JAS WELCOME: IN THE PRESENT |INSTANCE
JANMER IN WHICH WE HAD CHOSEN TO

YT TO ReoUCE THE CEILING, THERE
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HANDLE IT, INCLUDING THE DEC IS 10N fIOT TO REDUCE THE CEILING. THERE
HAD BEcN 5UMc BRITISH PRESS STORIES BEFORE GORDBACHEV'S VISIT ABOUT

SUVIET INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES. MRS THATCHER {AD NOT RAISED THIS

QUEST IO DIRECTLY WITiH GURBACHEV. PERHAPS THAT WAS NATURAL, GIVEN

THE SCALE UF THE MATTERS THEY Wert DISCUSSING. BUT WERE WE SURE OF
UUR EVIUENCE AGAINST THUSE NAMED? WHAT, HE ASKED (LAUGHING),
CONSTITUTED ESFIONAGE?

6. | SAIU THAT | DID NOT KNCwW THE DETAILS OF THE CASE AGAINST THE
Xpellces, AS HE wOUuLD APPRECIATE. HOWEVER, THE PRINE MINISTER HAD
NOT TAKLN HER DECISION LIGHTLY. THE MATTER HAD BEEN CONSIDERED VERY
THURUUGHLY . WE HAD BEEN PLACED 1IN A SITUATION IN WHICH WE WERE
OBLIGED TU ACT. THERE WAS AN |MPORTANT DISTINCTION BETWEEN THE
GATHER ING OF INFORMAT ION OPENLY, AND ACTIVITIES WHICH WERE COVERT OR
DID NOT RESPECT THE LAW. CHERNYAYEV AGREED THAT LAWS HAD TO BE
UBSERVED.

7. CHERNYAYEV TOOK THIS IN GOOD FART. HE SAID EMPHATICALLY THAT THE
RUSS IANS THOROUGHLY APPRECIATED THE PRIME MINISTER'S RESPONS IBLE
APPRUACH TO MATTERS OF STATE: HE WAS SURE HER APPROACH\VOULD HAVE
BEcN EQUALLY RESPONSIBLE IN THIS INSTANCE. |IT WAS INDEED A QUESTION
OR METHODS: AND IT WAS |MPORTANT TO DEVELOP TRUST. | AGREED: WE WERE
TRYING TO DEVELOP CONTACTS AND RELATIONS IN DIFFERENT AREAS. WITH
THE EXPANSION N THE BILATERAL RELATIONSHIP, BOTH THE BRITISH EMBASSY
IN MOSCOW AND THE SOVIET EMBASSY IN LONDON HAD INCREASING ROLES TO
PLAY. THAT WAS WHY WE HAD DECIDED NOT TO LOWER THE CEILING: THERE
WAS MORE THAN ENOUGH LEGITIMATE WORK FOR OFF ICIALS OF BOTH COUNTRIES.
3. CHARNYAYEV WONDERED WHETHER WE WERE PENALISING PEOPLE WHO HAD GOT
ON TO A BLACKLIST BECAUSE OF PAST INTELLIGENCE CONNECTIONS - EG
WORKING FOR THE KGB(SIC) — WHICH WERE NOW DISCONTINUED. | SAID THAT
| COULD SEE THAT THE RUSSIANS MIGHT HAVE A PROBLEM HERE. CHERNYAYEV
MENT IONED CHETVERIKOV (THE HEAD OF COPYRIGHT AGENCY VAAP, TO WHOM WE
REFUSED A VISA IN APRIL) AS AN EXAMPLE: CHETVERIKOV HAD BEEN THROWN
OUT UF FRANCE BUT THAT WAS LORG AGO AND HE WAS NOW ACCEPTED BOTH IN
FRANGE AND IN THE UNITED STATES. | SAID THAT WE NEVERTHELESS HAD NO
JAY UF KNOWING WHETHER PEOPLE IN TH15 CATEGURY HAD ABANDONED THEIR
PREVIOUS AFFILIATIONS. | TOOK THE OPPORTUNITY TO SAY THAT wt DID NOT
AT ALL APPRZCIATE THE wWAY [N WHICH THE RUSSIANS TRIED TO FORCE US TO
GIVE VISAS TO KNOWN INTELLIGENCE OFF ICERS FOR POSTS IN LONDON BY
WITHULDING VISAS FQR BRITISH OFF ICIALS POSTED TO MOSCOW WHOM THEY
ANEW TO BE INNOCENT. THIS DID NOT AND WOULD NOT AFFECT OUR
DETERMINATIUN TO KEEP THEIR INTELL IGENCE PEOPLE OUT. T MERELY
CUMPFLICATEL THE CONDUCT OF LEGITIMATE BUSINESS.

3. CHERNYAYEV THEN ASKED POINT BLANK WHETHER OQUR CASE AGAINST THE
CXPoLLEES WAS BASED ON " WCONCRETE ACTIVITIES IN THE PRESENT TIME."'
| 3A1D THAT IT WAS |NDEED. CHERNYAYEV REFLIED: ''SO YOU ARE SURE OF
THESE CASES?'' | SAID THAT WE WERE.
13. CHERNYAYEV SAID THAT GURBACHEV WAS NOT IN HIS OFFI1CE, BUT WAS
E WOULD REPORT TO GORBACHEV

1Ta A TRANSLATION UF THE LETTEr AND wOULL TELEPHONE HIM TONIGHT.

IYAYEV ASKED IF | JOULD BE ACTING ALSO WITH THE MFA, AND SAID

| HAD BEEN RIGHT TU CUME JIRECTLY TO HIM FIRST. IT WAS VERY

FURTANT Tu HAVE QUR CXPLAWATION AND TU CONVEY IT STRAIGHT TO

cErAR ING FUR THE PLENUM ON MUNDAY. H

SACHEV . Tols AS A MURORMAL UEWAY OF DOING BUSINESS.




1o CoeaniYAYLV'S REACTION WAS RetlARKABLY #CLAXED e ERED NOT

SINGLE CRUSS WwURD. AS THE MEETING WENT ON HE BECAMc MOPE AND 1ORE
JUCULAR. FAR FRUM TREATING THIS AS A SLAP IN ThE FACE OR A
el | BCRATE UISPLAY OF BRITISH TUUGHNESS, ACCEPTED WITHOUT QUESTION
THAT THE PRIME MINISTER HAD TAKEN THE DECISION RELUCTANTLY AND THAT
THERE WAS A GCNUINE 1SSUE AT STAKE ON wWHICH OUR ATTITUDE WAS NOT
SELF—€V ILUENTLY UNREASONABLE. HE ALSO SEEMED GLAD TO RECEIVE THE
MESSAGE WITHOUT AN MFA SPIN ON IT. HE DID NOT, OF COURSE, OFFER ANY
INUICATIUN THAT THE RUSSIANS WiLL DRAW THE RIGHT CONCLUSION FOR THE
FUTURE .

12. THE DEFINITIVE SOVIET RESPONSE 1S MOST UNLIKELY TO BE AS CALM AS
THIS. STRUNG ARGUMENTS FOR RETALIATION WILL BE MADE, AND WwILL
DUUBTLESS PREVAIL. NOR IS THERE ANY INDICATION HERE THAT FUNDAMENTAL
SOVIET INTELL IGENCE PRACTICES AND POLICIES WiLL BE AFFECTED. BUT IT
1S ENCOURAGING THAT CHERNYAYEV DID NOT DRAwW ANY NEGATIVE CONCLUSIONS
ABUUT THE WIDER POLITICAL RELATIUNSHIP. HOW Thc STORY EVENTUALLY
PLAYS IN THE BRITISH PRESS WILL HAVE AN IMPORTANT INFLUENCE ON
GURBACHEY AND THE RUSSIAN REACTION IN GENERAL: THE LOW KEY APPROACH
1S CLEARLY RIGHT.

13. USPENSKY 1S UNABLE TO SEE ME UNTIL TOMORROW MORNING AT 2090830Z
HE WILL BE PREPARED AND HIS REACTION wiLL BE MORE TRADITIONAL. SO
FAR, HOWEVER, SO GOOD

BRAITHWAITE

NN
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Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH

{/\g 19 May 1989

Soviet Expulsions

As agreed, Sir John Fretwell summoned the Soviet Ambassador
this afternoon and spoke to the attached note. In conclusion
he handed Mr Zamyatin a copy of the letter from the Prime
Minister to Mr Gorbachev, explaining that Sir Rodric Braithwaite
was delivering the original of this letter in Moscow.

Zamyatin replied in predictable terms. He denied that
his staff had been involved in intelligence activities, adding
that they, like our Embassy staff in lMoscow, acted strictly
in accordance with their obligations under the Vienna
Convention. His own aim and that of his Embassy had been
solely to work for the improvement of UK/Soviet relations,
an improvement which had been illustrated by recent meetings
at the highest level. He then argued that the action against

his staff indicated that this progress had evidently been

viewed with displeasure by certain circles within the

Government, who were intent on seeking issues which would

darken the bilateral relationship. He added that it was
significant that the action had been taken immediately before

the NATO Summit. He said that the Soviet leadership would

no doubt respond to HMG's action by adopting "adeguate measures".

In concluding the meeting, Sir John Fretwell reiterated
that the Government had no intention or desire to damage UK/Soviet
relations. On the contrary, our decision was designed to stop
activities which were incompatible with, and harmful to, the
improvement of the relationship.

Zamyatin appeared to be taken aback when the purpose of
the summons became clear. The fact that he was accompanied by
a private secretary rather than a more senior members of his
staff also tends to confirm that he had no inkling of what the
meeting would be about. Our impression was that he was less
vehement than might have been expected. But his comments did
not provide any significant indication as to whether or how
the Soviet leadership may decide to retaliate.

I am copying this letter to Colin Walters (Home Office)
and to the Director General of the Security Service.

(J S WapT§htA\-

J S
Private Secretary

C D Powell Esg
10 Downing Street
SECRET




SPEAKING NOTE

The British and Soviet Governments agree that
Anglo-Soviet relations are better than they have ever
been. This has been an important factor in the
highly welcome improvement in East-West relations
over the last two or three years. As you know, the
Prime Minister and Foreign Secretary attach the
highest importance to improving this more fruitful
and constructive relationship and continuing the
valuable political dialogue which has been

established.

It it therefore a source of deep dismay that
the one area which has regularly cast serious clouds
over our relations, Soviet intelligence activities in

Britain, has obliged me to speak to you today. I

shall give you a copy of my speaking note.

The Government have incontrovertible evidence
that the following eleven Soviet citizens resident in
Britain have been engaged in unacceptable

intelligence activities:

/A A Bagin




Embassy Driver
Air Attache
Soviet Trade Delegation
Novosti Press Agency
Third Secretary, Soviet Embassy
Attache, Soviet Embassy
TASS
Komsomolskaya Pravda
Assistant Air Attache
Third Secretary, Soviet Embassy

Assistant Naval Attache

I must therefore ask you to arrange for these
officers to leave the United Kingdom within 14 days,

that is, not later than 2 June.

The following three Soviet citizens, who have

also been engaged in unacceptable activities and have

now left the country, are also declared persona non

grata:

former Military Attache
former Assistant Military
Attache
formerly at the Soviet Trade

Delegation




You will understand that this is a decision
which we would much rather not have had to take. But

we have no hesitation in acting as we have.

We have made clear to the Soviet authorities
in every possible way over the years that we will not
tolerate the kind of large scale subversive and
hostile intelligence activities which the Soviet
intelligence agencies have continued to carry out.
Although there have been no expulsions since 1985, we
have been obliged to refuse a succession of visa
applications from Soviet citizens whom we know to be
intelligence officers. We have repeatedly invited
the Soviet Union to change its policy and remove the
source of this obstacle to even better relations. We
much regret that your authorities have chosen to
disregard these warnings. These activities are
particularly inappropriate at a time when there is an
unprecedented degree of contact between our two

countries and so much information is so freely

available. It is also entirely out of keeping with

the new policies and attitudes which the Soviet

leadership have proclaimed on many occasions.

The British government will not be deflected

by this incident from the search for good

/Anglo-Soviet




Anglo-Soviet and East-West relations, we welcome
representatives of your growing political,
commercial, cultural and press interests in Britain.
Their presence here is important to an expanding
relationship. For this reason, the British
Government have exceptionally decided on this
occasion not to reduce the number of Soviet personnel
permitted to live in Britain. This will remain for

the present at 205.

We expect that these posts vacated by the

departing intelligence personnel will in future be

occupied by Soviet officials engaged in the promotion

of legitimate business. This decision should be seen
as evidence of our wish not to sour our otherwise
good relations nor to make the otherwise legitimate
work of the Soviet community more difficult. 1In this
same spirit we shall not be initiating publicity for
these decisions. Naturally, we shall not be able to
avoid confirming the expulsions if news of them

becomes public from other sources.

The British Government will, however, be
watching very closely how the Soviet Union make use
of this concession. On this will depend our attitude

to the appropriate size of the Soviet community. We

/shall




shall not be deflected from similar action against
unacceptable activites in the future if this becomes
necessary. Those in the Soviet Union who have the
interests of Anglo-Soviet relations and Soviet
diplomacy at heart have a particular responsibility

to act to prevent such incidents in future.

Any retaliatory action by the Soviet side

will be viewed most seriously as a signal of Soviet

——

readiness to inflict further deliberate damage on

et

Anéig:ggviet rélations. Retaliation would also be
completely unjustified. It would amount to action
against innocent people, which would damage the
activities in which British citizens in the Soviet
Union are engaged, promoting greater contacts and
closer relations in accordance with the wishes of

both governments.

You should know that Sir Rodric Braithwaite
is due to deliver today a message from the Prime
Minister to the Soviet General Secretary about this
matter. I will give you a copy of that message with
with this speaking note. I should be grateful if you

would report all I have said to your authorities.

/For




For our part we are ready to put this

incident behind us in the hope that there will be no
need for it to be repeated in the future, as it has
been so many times in the past. But I have to say
that there are other members of the Soviet community
whose activities give us cause for concern. Your

authorities will be aware of them.

Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London

19 May 1989
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FCU TELNO 633: EXPULSIONS

SUMIMTAKY

1. GURBACHEV'S ADVISER TAKES THE NEwWS CALMLY, ENGAGES IN RATIONAL
DISCUSSION OF THe SUBJUECT, ACKNOWLEDGES THE PRIME MINISTER'S
ReSPUNS | BLe APPROACH, AND THANKS MZ FOR DELIVERING THE MESSAGE
DIRECTLY TO HIM,

DETAIL

Ese | SAW CHERNYAYEV AT 1700 LOCAL TIME FOR HALF AN HOUR. HE WAS
ReLAXED ANU ALONE.

3. | EXPLAINED THAT | HAD CALLED ON CHERNYAYEZV BECAUSE THE PR IME
MINISTER WISHEU HER PCcRSONAL MESSAGE TO BE CONVEYED DIRECTLY TO
GUORDACHEYV, AND BECAUSE |IT CONCERNZD ORCANS OF STATE OUTSIDE THE
MINISTRY CF FURCIGN AFFAIRS. IN HANDING OVER THE PRIME MINISTER'S
LETTER, | téPHASISED THAT THIS MATTER CONCERNED ONE NARROW - BUT VERY
IMPURTANT = ASFcCT OF A RELATIONSHIF WHICH IN OTHER RESPECTS HAD
ULVELOPED VerY wWelLlL OVErR THE PAST FOUR YEARS. | DREW ATTENTION TO
WHAT THE PrIME MINISTER HAD SAID ABOUT THE CEILING AND ABOUT NOT
INITIATING PUBLICITY. CHERNYAYEV COMMENTED THAT THE STORY wWOULD
CLVENTUALLY GET INTO THe PRESS. | AGREED THAT THE DEPARTURES wOULD BE

NOTICeD, BUT STRLSStD THAT WE GURSELVES WERE NOT MAKING AN

AlvivUUNCEMENT Or GENERATING COMMEN OURk FIRM DETERIMINATIONS TO

PROTECT UUR SECURITY WOULD WOT CHANGE BU E WISHED THE PRESENT
AFFAlR TU Be PLAYED N THE LOWeST FULITICAL KLY PUSSIBLE.

4. HAVING ReAD THE LETTER ANL SIR J FRETWELL'S SPEAKING NOTES,
CHERNYAYEV SAID THAT HE DID NUOT KnOW THE PEOPLE NAMED AND KNEW
NOTHING OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THe MATTER. HE WAS THEREFORE IN NO
POSITION TU COMMENT, | SAID THAT | HAD NOT EYFECTED HIM TO COMMENT
AT THIS STAGE. EUT, AS YCU dric SAID 7O SHEVARDUADZE DURING THE
MCETINGS IN APRIL THIS StRIOUS IRRITANT LN OUR ncLAT)ULS

HANGOVER FrUim ThHe PAST AND SmuulLs BE CHANGED. AT THE

MINISTER SAIDU I HER LETTER SHOULD BE TAKEN VERY SERIOUSLY.

SR 0 G TR,
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SOMc DETAIL AbUUT THL EXPULSIONS. HE AGREED THAT THE POLITICAL
RELATIONSHIP WAS DLVELOFING WeELL. THe FRANKNESS WITH WHICH THE TwO
.)VLHNMLNTS NOW EXCHANGED VIEWS WAS WELCOME: IN THE PRESENT INSTANCE

AS |Iiv OTHEKRS. HE AFPPRECIATED THE MANNER IN WHICH Wt HAD CHOSEN TO
HANDLE 1T, INCLUDING THe DECISION NOT TO REDUCE THE CEILING. THERE
HAU BtcN SOMc BRITISH PRESS STURIES BEFORE GOREBACHEV'S VISIT ABOUT
SUVIET INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIeS. MRS THATCHER HAD NOT RAISED THIS
QULSTION DIRECTLY WITH GORBACHEV. PERHAPS THAT WAS NATURAL, GIVEN
The SCALE OF THE MATTERS THtY WERE DISCUSSING. BUT WERE WE SURE OF
UUR EVIDENCE AGAINST THOSE NAMED? WHAT, HE ASKED (LAUGHING),
CONSTITUTLD ESFIONAGE?

6. | SAID THAT | DID NOT KNOW THL DETAILS OF THE CASE AGCAINST THE
LXPELLEES, AS HE WOULD APPRECIATE. HOWEVER, THE FRIMZ MINISTER HAD
NUT TAKEN Hcr DECISION LIGHTLY. THE MATTER HAD BEEN CONSIDERED VERY
THUROUGHLY. WE HAD BeEEN PLACED IN A SITUATION IN wHICH WE WERE
ObL1Geb TO ACT. THERE WAS AN IMPORTANT DISTINCTION BETWEEN THE
GATHER ING OF INFURMATION OPENLY, AND ACTIVITIES WHICH WERE COVERT OR
DID NUT RESPECT THE LAW. CHERNYAYEV AGREED THAT LAWS HAD TO BE
OBSERVED .

7. CHLRNYAYEV TOOK THIS IN GUOD FART. HE SAID EMPHATICALLY THAT THE
KUSS IANS THOROUGHLY APPRECIATED THE PrRIME MINISTER'S RESPONSIBLE
APPRUACH TO MATTERS OF STATC: HE WAS SURE HER AFPROACH COULD HAVE
DEEN EQUALLY RESPUNSIBLE IN THIS INSTANCE. IT WAS INDEED A QUESTION
OR METHUDS: AND IT WAS Ii4PORTANT TO DCVELOP TRUST. | AGREED: VE

TRY ING TU DEVELOP CONTACTS AND RELATIONS IN DIFFERENT AREAS. WITH
THe £EXPANSION IN THE BILATERAL RELATIONSHIP, BOTH THE BERITISH EMBASS
IN #USCUW AND THE SOVIET EMBASSY I LONDON HAD INCREASING ROLES TO
PLAY. THAT WAS WHY WL HAD DECIDED NOT TO L(

THe Co L I NG THERE

WA> MURL THAN ENOUGH LEGITINATE WORK FOR UFFICIALS OF EO0TH Cf

S« CHARNYAYEV WONDERED WHETHER WE WERc PLNALISING FLUPLE WHO

On TU A bLACKLIST beCAUSE OF PAST INTELLIGZiCc CONNECTIONS -

WORK ING FOR THE KGB(SIC) — WHICH wert WOW LISCONTINUED. | SAID THAT
| CUULLU Ste THAT THE RUSSIANS MIGHT HAVE A PROBLEM HERt. CHERNYAYEV
MENT IUNED CHETVERIKOV (THE HEAD OF COPYRIGHT AGENCY VAAF, TO WHOM WE
ReFUSED A VISA IN APRIL) AS AN EXAMPLE: CHETVERIKOV HALD BEEN THROWH
OUT ur FRANCE BUT THAT WAS LONG AGO AND He wWAS NOw ACCEFTED BOTH IN
rirANCL ANU IN THZ UNITeD STATES. SAID THAT WE NEVERTHELESS HAL
WAY uF KNOWING WHETHER PeUFLE iV THIS CATCCURY HAD ABAND t THE |

PREVIUUS AFFILIATIONS. | TOUK THE OFPFORTUNITY TO SAY THAT UL DID

AT ALL APPrReCIATE THE WAY i WHICH THE RUSSIANS TRIED TO FORCE US

GIVe VISAS TO KHOWN INTeLLIGEWCE GrfF ICERS rUR POSTS IN LOUNI BY
WITrnulo NG VISAS FOrR BRIT IS FRHGTALSEFOSET T0 MOSTOW

Kivew Tu BE INNOCENT. THIS DID WO (D WEULL AFFECT OUR

JeTe I RAT 1ON Tu KeEEP THE 5 |

vumPl ICATED THE CUNRDUCT WUF LeG
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9. CHLRNYAYEV THEN ASKED PUINT BLANK WHETHER OUR CASE AGAINST THE
@-cLiEEs waS BASED ON ''CONCRETE ACTIVITIES' IN THE PRESENT TIME.'
| SAID THAT IT WAS INDEED. CHERNYAYEV REPLIED: ''SO YOU ARE SURE OF
THESE CASES?'' | SAID THAT WE WERE.

10. CHERNYAYEV SAID THAT GORBACHEV WAS NOT IN HIS OFF ICE, BUT WAS
PRUFARING FOR THE PLENUM ON MONDAY. HE WOULD REPORT TO GORBACHEV
WITH A TRANSLATION OF THE LETTER AND WOULD TELEPHOKE HIM TONIGHT.
CHERNYAYEV ASKED IF | WOULD B ACTING ALSO WITH THE MFA, AND SAID
THAT | HAD BEEN RIGHT TO COME DIRECTLY TO HIM FIRST. IT WAS VERY
IMPORTANT TO HAVE OUR EXPLANATION AND TO CONVEY IT STRAIGHT TO
GUKBACHEV. THIS AS A ''NORMAL'' WAY OF DOING BUSINESS.

COMMENT

11, CHEZRNYAYEV'S REACTIOW WAS REVARKABLY RELAXED. UTTERED NOT A
SINGLE CRUSS WORD. AS THE MecTING WENT ON HE BECARN AND MORE
JUCULAR. FAR FROM TREATING THIS AS A SLAP i Ct OR A

UEL IBLRATE DISPLAY OF BRITISH TOUGHNESS, ACCEFTED WITHOUT QUESTION
THAT THE PRIMZ MINISTER HAD TAKEN THE DECISION RELUCTANTLY AND THAT
THER: WAS A GENUINE ISSUE AT STAKE ON WHICH OUR ATTITUDE WAS NOT
SELF—EV IDENTLY UNRECASONABLE. HE ALSO SEEMED GLAD TO RECEIVE THE
MESSAGE WITHOUT AN MFA SPIN ON IT. HE DID NOT, OF COURSE, OFFER ANY
INUICATION THAT THE RUSSIANS WILL DRAW THE RIGHT CONCLUSION FOR THE
rUTURL .

12. THE DEFINITIVE SOVILT RESPONSE IS MOST UNL IKELY TO BE AS CALM AS
THIS. STRUNG ARGUMCNTS FUR Rz TALIATION WILL EE MADLC, AND WILL
DUUBTLESS PREVAIL. NOR 1S Thiht ARY [&OICATION HERE THAT FUNDAMENTAL
SUVILT INTELLIGENCE PRACTICLS Al POLICIES WILL BE AFFECTED. BUT IT

1S ENCOURAGING THAT CHERNYAYEV Uid NOT URAW ANY NEGAT IVE CONCLUSIONS
5

ABOUT THE WIDER POLITICAL RELATIOWSHIP. HOW THe STORY EV

NTUALLY
PLAYS | THe birITIcH PRESS \ilLL v AN | E TELT [MNELUENCE ON
GURBACHEV AND THE RUSSIAN ReACTluw W THE LOW KEY APPROACH
IS CLCARLY wIGHT.

13. USFENSKY IS UNABLE TO SEE Mt UNTIL TUMORROW MORNING AT 20908307
Ht WILL bt PRLPARED AND HIS REACTION wiLL BE MORE TRADITIONAL. SO

FAR, HOWcVekr, SU GUUL

BRAITHWA ITE
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SECRETARY OF STATE FOR ENERGY
THAMES HOUSE SOUTH
MILLBANK LONDON SWIP 4QJ

01 238 2149

Charles Powell Esqg

10 Downing Street

LONDON

SW1A 2AA \ May 1989

el
My Secretary of State has seen your letter of/4/ﬁay to
Richard Gozney about the visit of Mr Lukonin to the UK in July.

Mr Lukonin is one of a number of Ministers responsible for
various parts of the energy sector. Although ranked in the
Soviet system as a Minister, he is essentially a technician and
manager reporting to Scherbina, one of the Deputy Prime
Ministers. He is not a political figure of weight. He is,
however, responsible for a substantial civil nuclear programme
and is a pleasant and affable man.

Mr Parkinson met Lukonin in Moscow recently and will be seeing
him again during his visit to the UK. The Secretary of State
feels that if the Prime Minister sees him this might open the
door to the number of Soviet Ministers of similar standing from
the energy industries alone. If the Prime Minister decides not
to see Lukonin, Mr Parkinson will of course, ensure that he is
well received.

I should be most grateful if you would let me know what decision
the Prime Minister reaches. A copy of this letter goes to

Richard Gozney.
\VZL)/\A\_ _SLfo
\
S HADDRILL

Principal Private Secretary







SECRET AND PERSONAL Q /A _q

Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH

Soviet Explulsions

Thank you for your letter of 18 May.
requested, I enclose a revised, and more
restrictive, press line. \XJ&GS e

I am copying this letter to Colin Walters
(Home Office) and the Director General

of the Security Service. i S
~ \&2)

J S Wall)
Private Secretary

C D Powell Esg
10 Downing Street

SECRET AND PERSONAL
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PRESS LINE

[Until we decide to confirm]
= = o
It is true that a number of Soviet diplomats have been

expelled?

I am afraid I cannot help you.

[In the event that we decide to confirm]

= I can confirm that the Soviet Ambassador was asked
to call on Sir J Fretwell at 1400 on Friday 19 May. He was

informed that 11 present members of the Soviet community in
e e

London, and a further 3 who have recently departed on
transfer, had been carrying out activities incompatible with
their status. Sir John asked Mr Zamyatin to arrange for the
withdrawal within 14 days of the'11‘§§EE€Bt members of the
Soviet community in London. He said that we were also
declaring the Soviet officials who had recently left Persona
Non Grata.

= Sir John made clear to the Ambassador that such
activities were particularly regrettable at a moment when
Anglo-Soviet relations were better than at any time in the
past. He also made clear the British Government's strong
hope that the unacceptable activities which had given rise
to this action and similar actions in the past would now
cease. For its part the British Government would continue
to work hard for further improvement in Anglo-Soviet and
East-West relations while remaining vigilant about its own
security interests.

/¥ho

SECRET UNTIL USED
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Who were the 14 concerned?

I am afraid that I cannot give you the details.

Why not?

= We look at these issues on a case-by-case basis. 1In
this case we have decided not to give publicity.

What were they up to?

- In accordance with our invariable practice, unable
to give any details of activities involved.

Why did you not announce the expulsions in the first place?

- We look at these issues on a case-by-case basis and,
on this occasion, decided not to initiate publicity.

But why not?
It is not our policy to comment on individual cases.
[Unattributably] The expulsions will have left the Russians

in no doubt of our determination to deal with unacceptable
activities. On this occasion, we saw no advantage in

initiating publicity at a time of considerable promise in
East-West relations.

Has the ceiling been lowered?

- No, it remains at 205, with a sub-ceiling of 46 for
the diplomatic community.

SECRET UNTIL USED
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Why has it not been lowered?

= We regard the present level as appropriate for

legitimate activities. In the hope that these will prosper,

we decided to make an exception on this occasion and not
lower the ceiling.

Was there any contact between the Prime Minister and Mr

Gorbachev?

Not prepared to gn into detail on nature and level of our

dealings with Soviet Government.

Retaliation?

[If there has not yet been retaliation]

~ Sir John made clear to the Soviet Ambassador that we
would take the most serious view of any retaliation, which
would be totally unjustified.

[In the event of Soviet retaliation]

- This is entirely unjustified and a deliberate
attempt to damage Anglo-Soviet relations by taking action
against innocent people engaged in promoting contacts and
exchanges in keeping with the otherwise improved climate of
our relations.

What will you now do?

- We have expelled those whose activities we found
unacceptable. We have made our views on the Soviet
retaliation clear to the Soviet authorities. We are
prepared to go on working for improved relations. We have
made plain to the Russians what this entails on their side.

SECRET UNTIL USED
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10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SW1A 2AA

THE PRIME MINISTER 18 May, 1989.

/;;ZGM~ C:Labﬂox jlouA;;j'

y
We have established the practice of speaking frankly
about any subject, however wide our differences. This has
done much to reduce the climate of suspicion which
characterised the past. I am writing to you now in that
spirit. I do not intend to disclose the contents of this

letter.

I have today approved a decision which I had hoped not
to take. As your advisers know well, successive British
Governments have pursued a resolute and consistent policy
over the presence in Britain of representatives of the Soviet

Intelligence Services.

I had hoped that the action taken by my Government in
1985 would clear away, once and for all, a major obstacle
both in British/Soviet relations and to the creation of more
co-operative and friendly relationships in Europe. I have
been disappointed. Your country's intelligence services
have, step by step, reconstructed their staff in London.
Their operatives have engaged in activities which no
Government could accept. We have expressed our concern
repeatedly and at many levels. No corrective action has been
taken by the Soviet side, and we are left with no alternative
but to require the removal of certain intelligence officers
whose activities in Britain have nothing to do with their
stated purpose for being in Britain and are hostile to our

security.

SECRET
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We welcome representatives of your growing political,
commercial, cultural and press interests in Britain. Their
presence here is important to our expanding relationship.

The presence of your intelligence officers works in precisely

the opposite direction.

I have decided to depart from our previous practice and
not to foreclose the posts occupied by the departing
intelligence personnel, in the expectation that these posts
will in future be occuvied by Soviet officials engaged
extensively and openly in the promotion of legitimate
business. I have also given instructions that publicity for

the removal of your intelligence personnel is not to be given

by any British official. These have not been easy decisions.

But they are intended to offer a positive way forward. T
shall be looking for a similarly positive approach from the

Soviet side.
I am sorry that I have to write to you in this vein, so
soon after your outstandingly successful visit to London.

But I would be wrong to conceal from you my deep concern

about a problem we should surely put benind us.

President M. S. Gorbachev

SECRET
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10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWI1A 2AA 18 May 1989

From the Private Secretary

SOVIET EXPULSIONS

Thank you for your further letter of 17 May about the
press line for use when news of our expulsion of members of
the Soviet community begins to leak. The Prime Minister
agrees that we shall have to admit to the numbers involved.
But she does not wish us to release names or other details
commenting that this would be a betrayal of her undertaking
to Mr. Gorbachev. We shall need a defensive line on why we
are not reducing the ceiling for the Soviet diplomatic
community. I should be grateful, therefore, if you could
prepare a more restrictive press line, on a contingency
basis, so that we have a working text which can be finalised
at short notice. It would be helpful to have this in the
course of today.

(C. D. POWELL)

Stephen Wall, Esqg.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.

SECRET AND PERSONAL
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Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWIA 2AH

18 May 1989
Q\, o e
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B -

Czech Expulsions

Further to my letter of 15 May, I attach the speaking
note which we propose to use with the Czech Ambassador on
Wednesday 24 May.

As already agreed, we shall not initiate publicity in
the hope of avoiding Czech retaliation. We propose, therefore
as in the case of the Russians, to decline to comment on what
seem to be purely speculative guestions. In the event of
a more substantive leak or retaliation by the Czechs, which
becomes public, the attached defensive press lines will be
used. We have suggested including the names of those involved
for the reasons explained in my letter of 17 M~y 2nnut the
Soviet expulsions.

'

You will see that in the Speaking Note the Czechs will
be warned that retaliation could result in the imposition of
a ratchet and ceiling system on the number of staff allowed
at their Embassy in London and possibly jeopardise the
Foreign Secretary's visit in July. Whether or not those
threats should be implemented will have to depend on the
extent of any retaliation.

I am copying this letter to Colin Walters (Home Office)
and to the Director General of the Security Service.

(WA

(J S wall)
Private Secretary

C D Powell Esq
10 Downing Street
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SPEAKING NOTE FOR USE WITH THE CZECHOSLOVAK AMBASSADOR

The British Government continues to attach great importance
to UK/Czechoslovak relations. This is underlined by our
regular ministerial visits and political consultations and
the expansion of contacts in all areas. Your Government's
constructive and helpful approach over the problems of
plastic explosives has been a good example of how our two
countries can co-operate;

We look forward to the development of a more constructive and
fruitful relationship between our two countries;

It is therefore the more regrettable that I have to raise
again a problem about which I spoke to you last September.

I shall give you a copy of this speaking note and should be
grateful if you would report all I have said to your
authorities.

I have to draw to your attention the fact that the following
four members of your staff have engaged in unacceptable
intelligence activities in this country incompatible with
their status:-
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Technical Adviser,

/I must therefore
SECRET (UNTIL USED)




HETAINE ,; SECR.ET (until used)

0)
- I us
to leave the United
Kingdom within 14 days, that is, not later than 7 June;
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I made clear to you only last September that we will not
tolerate the kind of hostile intelligence activities which
czechoslovak intelligence agencies have nevertheless
continued to carry out. Despite regular warnings of this
kind, such activities continue. We have also been obliged to
refuse numerous visa applications from identified
Czechoslovak intelligence officers;

We very much regret that the Czechoslovak authorities have
chosen to disregard these warnings. The British Government
will not, however, be deflected from their efforts to improve
Anglo-Czechoslovak relations. For this reason we have
decided not to initiate any publicity for the expulsions;

Any retaliation would be totally unjustified. I must remind
you of the warning which I gave you last year about the
possibility of the imposition of a system of ratchet and
ceilings limiting the number of Czechoslovak diplomats and
officials in the UK;

Furthermore, we are well aware that other intelligence
officers remain in your Embassy and retaliation could also
result in action against them;

We have no wish to risk this matter damaging the further
development of our relations or jeopardising the Secretary of
State's planned visit to Prague in July:

For our part we are ready to put this incident behind us in
the hope that there will be no need for it to be repeated in
the future.
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CZECHOSLOVAK EXPULSIONS: ON THE RECORD STATEMENT
(to be used only if the story leaks)

1. The Czechoslovak Ambassador was asked to call on Sir John
Fretwell on Wednesday 24 May. He was informed that four members
of his staff, and __

had been found to have engaged in activities
incompatible with their status. ~ Mr Fidler was asked to
arrange for their withdrawal within 14 days.

2, The Ambassador was told that we continue to attach
importance to UK/Czechoslovak relations. But, while we wish to
build up those relations, we are not prepared to relax our policy
on the sort of activities in which the four expellees have
engaged.
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NOTES FOR SUPPLEMENTARIES (on the record)

[In the event of no retaliation]

What actually did those expelled do? What damage have they done

to national security? A link with Van Harlem/Ludvifg?

It is our invariable practice not to comment on such matters

Do you expect any retaliation?

Any retaliation would be totally unjustified

Are any further expulsions planned?

D No, but we shall continue to take appropriate action against
any foreign officials who engage in unacceptable activities

Why did you not announce the expulsions in the first place?

4, We look at each case on its own merits and on this occasion
decided not to initiate publicity

But why not?

It is not our policy to comment on individual cases.

[Unattributably, if pressed]

The expulsions have reaffirmed to the Czechoslovaks our
determination to deal with unacceptable activities and we saw no

advantage in initiating publicity.

/Personal details
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Personal details

Press Attache
Age:39, married, arrived UK September 1986

Second Secretary, Czechoslovak Embassy
Age:over 21 (38), married, arrived UK November 1986

Third Secretary, Czechoslovak Embassy
Age:35, married, arrived UK April/May 1986

Technical Adviser, Czechoslovak Embassy
Age:35, married, arrived UK September 1986.

How many Czechoslovaks have been expelled from UK?

9. Two in 1983
Two in 1984
Three in 1988

the Czechoslovaks retaliate on those occasions?

They did not in 1983. 1In 1984 they expelled two members of
Embassy staff in Prague and two others in 1988

[If Czechoslovaks retaliate]
11. This is entirely unjustified and a deliberate attempt to
damage Anglo-Czechoslovak relations

/Will this
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Will this mean a reduction in the ceiling on the number of

Czechoslovaks allowed in their Embassy here?

12. We have not operated a ceiling on them.
[In the event of unreasonable retaliation]
13. But, in view of the totally unjustified retaliation, we have

now informed the Ambassador that we shall be imposing such a
ceiling to limit their staff to 5
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SOVIET INTERNAL: 14 MAY RE-RUN ELECTIONS

SUMMARY

1. A POPULAR CRIMINAL INVESTIGATE WINS A REMARKABLE VICTORY IN
LENINGRAD AFTER PUBLICLY LINKING LIGACHEV WITH ALLEGATIONS OF
CORRUPTION. KOROTICH ELECTED.
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2. RE-RUN ELECTIONS TO FILL THE REMAINING 198 SEATS IN THE CONGRESS
OF PEOPLES DEPUTIES WERE HELD ON 14 MAY. FULL RESULTS ARE LIKELY TO
BE AVAILABLE IN THE NEXT DAY OR SO. FROM THE PRELIMINARY REPORTS SO
FAR PUBLISHED IT IS CLEAR THAT THE MOST DRAMATIC AND POLITICALLY
SIGNIFICANT RESULT IS THE VICTORY IN LENINGRAD OF NIKOLAI JMAAQV, A

SPECIAL PROSECUTOR INVOLVED IN INVESTIGATING HIGH LFVEL CORRUPTION.
IN THE LENINGRAD NATIONAL-TERRITORIAL DISTRICT HE WAS ONE OF 28
CANDIDATES ON THE BALLOT BUT STILL WON AN OUTRIGHT VICTORY IN THE
FIRST ROUND WITH MORE THAN 60% OF THE VOTE. TO HAVE DONE THIS
AGAINST SO LARGE A FIELD IS REMARKABLE.

3. IVANOV, TOGETHER WITH HIS WELL-KNOWN FELLOW PROSECUTOR, GDLYAN,
HAVE BEEN SUBJECTED TO HIGH LEVEL PUBLIC CRITICISM IN THE PAST WEEKS
FOR THE ALLEGED USE OF ILLEGAL METHODS IN PURSUING THEIR
INVESTIGATIONS. IN A LIVE DISCUSSION PROGRAMME ON LENINGRAD
TELEVISION ON 12 MAY IVANOV SAID THAT LIGACHEV'S NAME WAS AMONG THOSE
WHICH FIGURED IN HIS INVESTIGATIONS INTO THE LENINGRAD MAFIA. HE
ALSO EXPRESSED CONCERN THAT LIGACHEV WAS CONSOLIDATING HIS POWER BASE
IN MOSCOW IN WHAT HE SAW AS_A SHIFT TO THE RIGHT IN PARTY POLICY. HE
CLAIMED ALSO THAT IT WAS NOW OFFICIAL POLICY TO HOLD BACK ON THE
STRUGGLE AGAINST THE MAFIA. ON 13 MAY THE CENTRAL PRESS CARRIED A
REPORT ON A MEETING OF THE USSR SUPREME SOVIET PRESIDIUM CRITICISING
STATEMENTS MADE BY GDLYAN AND IVANOV ABOUT SUPPOSED INFRINGEMENTS OF
LEGALITY COMMITTED BY UNNAMED POLITICAL LEADERS. THE REPORT REVEALED

THAT A SPECIAL COMMISSIO - THE

PAGE 1
RESTRICTED




RESTRICTED

100676
moLian @ 2

COMPLAINTS AGAINST THE TWO PROSECUTORS.

4. IN MANY WAYS, IVANOV'S VICTORY IN LENINGRAD IS AS REMARKABLE AS
THAT OF ELTSIN IN MOSCOW ON 26 MARCH. WE KNOW OF NO EVIDENCE THAT
LIGACHEV WAS ORCHESTRATING THE CAMPAIGN AGAINST IVANOV AND GDLYAN.
NEVERTHELESS, AS WITH ELTSIN, THE MASSIVE VOTE FOR IVANOV REPRESENTS
A RESOUNDING POPULAR SNUB FOR LIGACHEV. ONCE AGAIN, OFFICIAL
ATTEMPTS TO DISCREDIT A CANDIDATE SEEMS TO HAVE BACKFIRED BADLY. THE
RESULT ALSO EMPHASISES AGAIN THE EXTENT TO WHICH PARTY PRIVILEGE AND
CORRUPTION IS AN EMOTIVE ISSUE FOR THE MAN IN THE STREET AT A TIME
WHEN HIS OWN STANDARD OF LIVING IS UNDER PRESSURE. IVANOV AND GDLYAN
(WHO ALSO WON AN IMPRESSIVE ELECTORAL VICTORY IN MOSCOW ON 26 MARCH)
ARE REHORTEDLY CLOSE ASSOCIATES OF ELTSIN. THERE WILL BE MANY IN THE
PARTY BECOMING INCREASINGLY WORRIED ABOUT THE POSSIBILITY THAT THESE
THREE WILL FORM THE NUCLEUS FOR A POPULIST CAMPAIGN WITHIN THE
CONGRESS OF PEOPLES DEPUTIES AND ELSEWHERE AGAINST PARTY PRIVILEGE.

5. KOROTICH, EDITOR OF OGONEYK, WHO WITHDREW FROM A MOSCOW
CONSTITUENCY IN MARCH BECAUSE OF ATTEMPTS TO OBSTRUCT HIS CAMPAIGN,
HAS BEEN ELECTED WITH 80% OF THE VOTE IN KHARKOV IN THE UKRAINE.
YEVTUSHENKO HAS BEEN ELECTED FROM ANOTHER KHARKOV CONSTITUENCY.
THESE WILL ALSO STRENGTHEN THE LIBERAL WING IN THE NEW CONGRESS.

6. BUT THERE ARE ALSO ONE OR TWO EYE-OPENING RESULTS WHICH SEEM
CERTAIN TO PRODUCE ALLEGATIONS OF MALPRACTICE. THE PARTY FIRST
SECRETARY IN DUSHANBE (TADZHIKSTAN) WHO, STANDING UNOPPOSED, GOT ONLY
28% OF THE VOTE ON 26 MARCH, HAS JUST BEEN ELECTED, AGAIN UNOPPOSED,
WITH 82% OF THE VOTE. THE FIRST SECRETARY OF PSKOV OBKOM WHO ALSO
FAILED TO ACHIEVE THE NECESSARY 50% IN A CONTESTED ELECTION ON 26
MARCH, HAS JUST RECEIVED 73% OF THE VOTE THIS TIME - THIS TIME
UNOPPOSED, IN A CONTEST IN WHICH THE CANDIDATE WHO WAS AHEAD OF HIM
ON THE PREVIOUS ROUND, AND ALL OTHER POTENTIAL OPPONENTS, HAD BEEN
ELIMINATED BY THE LOCAL ELECTORAL COMMISSION.

7. BUT SINCE A MAJORITY OF THESE LAST 198 SEATS WERE CONTESTED BY A
LARGE NUMBER OF CANDIDATES, WITHOUT A DECISIVE OUTCOME, RUN-OFFS WILL
BE NECESSARY IN THE MAJORITY OF CONSTITUENCIES INCLUDING IN MOSCOW.
THESE WILL TAKE PLACE ON 21 MAY SO THAT ALL THE CONSTITUENCIES SHOULD
BE FILLED BY THE TIME OF THE CONGRESS MEETS ON 25 MAY.

BRAITHWAITE
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May 1989

Soviet Expulsions

Thank you for your letter of 16 May about the proposed
expulsions of members of the Soviet Embassy due to take place C;EK)

on 1% May.

The Foreign Secretary agrees that we must be able to I (3161
demonstrate to Mr Gorbachev that we have complied with our \*4
undertaking not to initiate publicity. He Belleves that
when we do deploy the press line set out in your letter (and HZ
this will only be done after a further check with you), we
should tell the press how we informed the Russians of our
decision. This means saying publicly that Sir John Fretwell
did so in a meeting with the Soviet Ambassador on the afternoon
of 19 May. The Foreign Secretary also believes that we shall
have to tell the press of the numbers involved. If we declined
to reveal at least these details, the press are likely to make
considerable play of what will seem in their eyes to be
unprecedented secretiveness. This could lead to speculation
that we have been engaged in some sort of deal with the Russians
which would be unhelpful.

Somewhat similar considerations apply to the question of
whether we should ourselves go beyond numbers, and offer the
names or other details of those whom we have expelled. It is
our normal practice, once we confirm expulsions, to give this
kind of minimal detail and to refuse absolutely to be drawn
further. To give less could be interpreted by the media as
being over-protective of Soviet sensibilities. It will
certainly provoke the press into using every possible means
to discover the names of those involved. This could stimulate
a large media presence outside the Soviet Embassy and
elsewhere which will complicate the task of our own Security
Services.

. edd . _
l The Foreign Secretary thinks, therefore, that we may need

"'i)
i

%

to deploy the names in the press line. An alternative would be
to decline to name the expellees until the press had themselves
begun to 1dent1fy the individuals involved. But the Foreign
Secretary is concerned that, if we hold back beyond this, the
result will be to inflate rather than contain the story.

b ]

C D Powell Esqg Private Secretary
10 Downing Street
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From the Private Secretary 17 May 1989

GORDIEVSKY
Thank you for your letter of 16 May
about the Soviet request to meet Gordievsky.
The Prime Minister has noted the action
proposed and is content.

I am copying this letter to Colin Walters
(Home Office).

C. D. Powell

Stephen Wall, Esgq.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.
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SOVIET UNION

Mr. Kossov of the Soviet Embassy came to see me this

afternoon to brief me on the outcome of the Baker visit £o

Moscow. His account did not seem to me to differ very much
0sco : :

from that we have already received from the Americans. Bu+: I

would just record three points:

&)

Adopting his most conspiratorial manner, Kossov said that
there was a school of thought in the Soviet establishment
that thought it would be better to rule out a third zero
on SNF and set the aim instead at common ceilings
somewhere between NATO's current level and zero. I said
that this would not get us further forward: we were not
in the game of negotiations on SNF at all. It was for
the Soviet Union to reduce its SNF unilaterally to our
levels, and to stop protesting about modernisation when
they knew very well that they had modernised their own
SNF. . e e

Dropping his voice lower still, Kossov said that he was
aware that we had doubts whether the Soviet military had
told Gorbachev the whole truth about the quantities of
chemical agent held by the Soviet armed forces. We were
not absolutely alone in sharing these doubts. But the
information which the Prime Minister had given

Mr. Gorbachev was not on its own sSufficient for him to
call for a full scale investigation of the position. His
miTitary advisers continued to dismiss the Prime
Minister's claims. Was their any further information we
could offer? I said that the Prime Minister had spelled
matters out very clearly to Mr. Gorbachev. I would
consider whether they was anything further we could say
but I doubted it.
— o a W
Lastly, when telephoning me yesterday to make this
appointment, Kossov was very keen to have an early
lunch with me, preferably on Friday this week, to the
point of being quite insisten®T @bout it. I said that I
did not have any free lunches to mid-June. But I was

left wondering why he was so keen on Friday. . \XPJ\\
(C. DT POWELL)

J. S. Wall, Esqg.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.
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2G/3157 From: Mr C K Davies
Date: 15 May 1989

MR P J WESTON ; cc Mr C Powell
Mr S Hemans,
FCO, Soviet Dept

MOSCOW "HOT-LINE": CONTINUING NEGOTIATIONS

1. The next round of talks with the Soviet Side will take place
in Moscow on 22 - 25 May 1989. We shall be fielding a 5-man team
including a representative from British Telecom International (to
cover the new satellite and data links) and an interpreter.

2. The hardware for the new facsimile link has been delivered to
the Soviet Side. It cost them £278,000. Our requirements are
more modest (but on the other hand we have easy access to spares
and additional supplies) and amounted to about £78,000.

3. At the meeting we expect to agree arrangements and procedures
for commencing system tests early in July 1989. There is how-
ever, further software development for the computer control
system and this may not be complete until the end of the year.
We are well on target for becoming fully operational by July
1990.

(& \éﬂkﬁ =

C K DAVIES
Telecommunications Secretariat

CONFIDENTIAL
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From the Private Secretary 16 May 1989

SOVIET EXPULSIONS

Thanx you for your letter of 15 May about the proposed
expulsion of members of the Soviet Embassy which is to take
place on 19 May.

The Prime Minister has studied the papers carefully.
She is generally content with the speaking note, although
she points out that the passage at the top of page 5
starting "We hope is inconsistent with our _no.
oublicity approach. She does, however, have more problems
with the oproposed press line. Even if news of the
expulsions does begin to leak out, either because of the
disappearance of members of the Soviet community here or as
a result of retaliatory action by the Russians, she would
much prefer not to go into the degree of detail proposed in
your draft press line. At least at the first stage, her
preference would be to do no more than confirm that a number
of members of the Soviet community in London have been asked
to leave because of activities incompatible with their
status, that we had expressed the hope that such
undacceptable activities would now cease, and that we would
continue to work hard for further improvement in
Anglo/Soviet and East/West relations while remaining
vigilant about our security interests. This would avoid
going into detail about names and be easier to reconcile
with the Prime Minister's note to Mr. Gorbachev that we
should do everything possible to avoid publicity.

I should be grateful if you would give urgent
consideration to this and let me see a revised press line.

Once the news has broken - as we must assume it will
I do not think the Prime Minister would object to a
confidential briefing of our allies in the margins of the
NATO Summit.

I am copying this lettsr to Colin Walters (Home Office)
and to the Director General of the Security Service.

CHARLES POWELL

Stephen Wall, Esq.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.

SECRET




SECRET

;;\V¥Jl (IQAA%-a‘ Foreign and Commonwealth Office

\,{) w W Qmoﬂt-& ﬂl:ondon SWIA 2AH
A WR
&“\Q)( (W VX e G 15 P;a,g]g?‘g L Uan

i W u e e e
ey s s Y
WX -

Ok Wl
Soviet Expulsions kamr QM‘D

g LA W NATe Ol av
As promised in my letter of 5 May, I now attath the

speaking note which we would propose to use with the Soviet
Ambassador on 19 May, together with defensive press lines. Wva;
We have it in mind that, to reduce the risk of publicity,
Sir John Fretwell, rather than Sir Patrick Wright, should
summon’ Zamyatin. This will also reduce the amount of warning Y
the Russians will have that something is up.

= I’S(A—k)

On the press line, your letter of 10 May recognises that
it would be difficult to honour the Prime Minister's undertaking
once news of the expulsions leaks and we are directly challenged.
The attached press line covers the line to take before and
after a decision to confirm the expulsions is taken. The
problem will be with the timing of any such decision. Given
her undertaking to Mr Gorbachev, the Prime Minister will no
doubt wish to be consulted. We shall, therefore, contact you
immediately if our News Department come under pressure from the
press to confirm our action. =
[
On a point of detail, you will see that the press line
declines to confirm that the Prime Minister has sent a personal
message to Mr Gorbachev. If we confirm that the Prime Minmtster
has_W?T?¥€H—¥E—ﬁ;ﬁ60rbachev, and the Russians subsequently
retaliate, the press may portray the message as having failed
to avoid retaliation.

Finally, the Foreign Secretary sees a possibility, in the
event of Soviet retaliation and the expulsions consequently
becoming public, that the media, either in this country or abroad,
may seek to misrepresent tHe reasons for our action. For example,
the expulsions might €asily be portrayed as a political
manoeuvre to influence public opinion in the run-up to the NATO
Summit. He therefore thinks there may be advantage in briefing
our Allies in the margins of the NATO Summit about the real
reasons which lie behind our decision. We would, of course, only
do this if news had broken. If the Prime Minister agrees, we
will ensure that appropriate briefing is included in the material
that is being prepared for the Summit.

I am copying this letter to Colin Walters (Home Office) and
the Director General of the Security Service.

C D Powell Esg (J s Wall)
10 Downing Street Private Secretary
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SPEAKING NOTE

The British and Soviet Governments agree that
Anglo-Soviet relations are better than they have ever
been. This has been an important factor in the
highly welcome improvement in East-West relations
over the last two or three years. As you know, the
Prime Minister and Foreign Secretary attach the
highest importance to improving this more fruitful
and constructive relationship and continuing the
valuable political dialogue which has been

established.

It it therefore a source of deep dismay that

the one area which has regularly cast serious clouds
-~ —
over our relations, Soviet intelligence activities in

Britain, has obliged me to speak to you today. I

shall give you a copy of my speaking note.

The Government have incontrovertible evidence

that the following eleven Soviet citizens resident in

Britain have been engaged in unacceptable

intelligence activities:

/A A Bagin
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Embassy Driver
Air Attache
Soviet Trade Delegation
Novosti Press Agency
Third Secretary, Soviet Embassy
Attache, Soviet Embassy
TASS
Komsomolskaya Pravda
Assistant Air Attache
. Third Secretary, Soviet Embassy

Assistant Naval Attache

1 must wuerefore ask you to arrange for these

officers to leave the United Kingdom within 14 days,

that is, not later than 2 June.

The following three Soviet citizens, who have
also been engaged in unacceptable activities and have
now left the country, are also declared persona non

rata:

former Military Attache

former Assistant Military

formerly at the Soviet Trade







You will understand that this is a decision
which we would much rather not have had to take. But

we have no hesitation in acting as we have.

We have made clear to the Soviet authorities
in every possible way over the years that we will not
tolerate the kind of large scale subversive and

hostile intelligence activities which the Soviet

intelligence agencies have continued to carry out.

Although there have been no expulsions since 1985, we
have been obliged to refuse a succession of visa
applications from Soviet citizens whom we know to be
intelligence officers. We have repeatedly invited
the Soviet Union to change its policy and remove the
source of this obstacle to even better relations. We
much regret that your authorities have chosen to
disregard these warnings. These activities are
particularly inappropriate at a time when there is an
unprecedented degree of contact between our two
countries and so much information is so freely
available. It is also entirely out of keeping with
the new policies and attitudes which the Soviet

leadership have proclaimed on many occasions.

The British government will not be deflected

by this incident from the search for good

/Anglo-Soviet
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Anglo-Soviet and East-West relations, we welcome
representatives of your growing political,
commercial, cultural and press interests in Britain.
Their presence here is important to an expanding
relationship. For this reason, the British
Government have exceptionally decided on this
occasion not to reduce the number of Soviet personnel
permitted to live in Britain. This will remain for

the present at 205.

We expect that these posts vacated by the

departing intelligence personnel will in future be

occupied by Soviet officials engaged in the promotion

of legitimate business. This decision should be seen
as evidence of our wish not to sour our otherwise
good relations nor to make the otherwise legitimate
work of the Soviet community more difficult. In this
same spirit we shall not be initiating publicity for
these decisions. Naturally, we shall not be able to
avoid confirming the expulsions if news of them

becomes public from other sources.

The British Government will, however, be
watching very closely how the Soviet Union make use
of this concession. On this will depend our attitude

to the appropriate size of the Soviet community. We

/shall

SECRET




shall not be deflected from similar action against
unacceptable activites in the future if this becomes
necessary. / We hope the Soviet authorities will also
reflect seriously on the implications of the
‘activities of their intelligence agencies for the

‘perception of the Soviet Union by Western governments

,and Western public opiniont:}Those in the Soviet

e -
Union who have the interests of Anglo-Soviet

relations and Soviet diplomacy at heart have a
particular responsibility to act to prevent such

incidents in future.

Any retaliatory action by the Soviet side
will be viewed most seriously as a signal of Soviet
readiness to inflict further deliberate damage on
Anglo-Soviet relations. Retaliation would also be
completely unjustified. It would amount to action
against innocent people, which would damage the
activities in which British citizens in the Soviet
Union are engaged, promoting greater contacts and
closer relations in accordance with the wishes of

both governments.

You should know that Sir Rodric Braithwaite
is due to deliver today a message from the Prime

Minister to the Soviet General Secretary about this

/matter
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matter. I will give you a copy of that message with

with this speaking note. I should be grateful if you

would report all I have said to your authorities.

For our part we are ready to put this
incident behind us in the hope that there will be no
need for it to be repeated in the future, as it has
been so many times in the past. But I have to say
that there are other members of the Soviet community
whose activities give us cause for concern. Your

authorities will be aware of them.

SECRET
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PRESS LINE

[Until we decide to confirm]

It is true that a number of Soviet diplomats have been
expelled?

I am afraid I cannot help you.

~
[In the event that we decide to confirm] Vo U

o S

- I can confirm that the Soviet Ambassador was asked

to call on Sir J Fretwell at on Friday 19 May.

He was informed that 11 present members of the Soviet ux M
community in London, and a further 3 who have recently ’V‘thﬂoH
departed on transfer, had been carrying out activities uw‘“A‘K“Y‘
incompatible with their status. Sir John asked Mr Zamyatin aathwW«
.)cdfwc

present members of the Soviet community in London. He said )

et

to arrange for the withdrawal within 14 days of the 11

that we were also declaring the Soviet officials who had

[ (,LL 2 "“V’VZI)

recently left persona non grata.

= Sir John made clear to the Ambassador that such
activities were particularly regrettable at a moment when
Anglo-Soviet relations were better than at any time in the
past. He also made clear the British Government's strong
hope that the unacceptable activities which had given rise
to this action and similar actions in the past would now
cease. For its part the British Government would continue
to work hard for further improvement in Anglo-Soviet and
East-West relations while remaining vigilant about its own
security interests.

/ (Following
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‘.. (Following to be volunteered in anticipation of inevitable

L —

questions):

Those concerned were:




In addition the following three have been'PNG'd
retroactively:

former Military Attache
Age: 48, married, left UK December 1988

former Assistant Military Attache
Age: 38, married, left UK October 1987

formerly at the Soviet Trade
Delegation
Age: 38, married, left UK May 1989

In accordance with our invariable practice, unable
any details of activities involved.

= Sir John made clear to the Soviet Ambassador that we
would take the most serious view of any retaliation, which
would be totally unjustified.

= Have made clear to the Russians our wish for
improved UK-Soviet and East-West relations. No doubt those
in the Soviet Union working for better relations will be
asking those responsible for these unacceptable activities
why those activities are continuing.

Why did you not announce the expulsions in the first place?

- We look at these issues on a case-by-case basis and,
on this occasion, decided not to initiate publicity.

But why not?
It is not our policy to comment on individual cases.

[Unattributably] The expulsions will have left the Russians
in no doubt of our determination to deal with unacceptable

/activities
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activities. On this occasion, we saw no advantage in
initiating publicity at a time of considerable promise in
East-West relations.

Has the ceiling been lowered?

- No, it remains at 205, with a sub-ceiling of 46 for
the diplomatic community.

Why has it not been lowered?

= We regard the present level as appropriate for

legitimate activities. 1In the hope that these will prosper,

we decided to make an exception on this occasion and not
lower the ceiling.

Was there any contact between the Prime Minister and Mr

Gorbachev?

- Our communications with the Soviet authorities must
remain confidential

[In the event of Soviet retaliation]

- This is entirely unjustified and a deliberate
attempt to damage Anglo-Soviet relations by taking action
against innocent people engaged in promoting contacts and
exchanges in keeping with the otherwise improved climate of
our relations.

What will you now do?

- We have expelled those whose activities we found
unacceptable. We have made our views on the Soviet
retaliation clear to the Soviet authorities. We are
prepared to go on working for improved relations. We have
made plain to the Russians what this entails on their side.

SECRET




U7/ e




SECRET AND PERSONAL

10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWIA 2AA

From the Private Secretary

10 May 1989

EXPULSION OF MEMBERS OF THE SOVIET AND CZECH EMBASSIES

Thank you for your letter of 10 May on this subject. The
Prime Minister and the Foreign Secretary had a further word
about it this evening. It was agreed to proceed with the
Czech expulsions some 5 or 6 days after the expulsion of
members of the Soviet Embassy on 19 May .

The Prime Minister expressed some concern that the
assurance in her letter to Mr. Gorbachev that we would not
give publicity to the expulsions would be difficult to honour
once news of them began to leak out and we were directly
challenged about them in Parliament or by the press. The best
way to deal with this would be for H M Ambassador in Moscow to
make the point, in handing over the letter, that while we
would not initiate publicity, we could not avoid confirming
the expulsions if news of them became public from other
Sources.

I am copying this letter to Colin Waltars (Home Office)
and the Director General of the Security Service.

\.\J\/‘J\ ’Q:{\ \Nu\\ ,

‘\_@K{ \\/\f\ 4\,»'

C. D. POWELL

Stephen Wall, Esqg.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office

SECRET AND PERSONAL




SECRET AND PERSONAL

Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH

10 May 1989

Dea Qo

Expulsion of members of the Soviet and Czech Embassies

Thank you for your letter of 8 May.

The Foreign Secretary has looked again at whether to expel
the Russians and Czechs simultaneously. While there are no
operational reasons why the expulsions should not be carried out
at the same time, his view remains that linkage of the expulsions
will almost certainly produce a concerted and stronger reaction.
The point of separating them is to give us a chance of avoiding
Czech retaliation. (Whatever we do we do not think we can
avoid Russian retaliation.)

That said, there is no reason why the separation could not
be by one week, as the Prime Minister suggests. Indeed, if the
Czech expulsions followed five or six days after the Russians,
the latter's retaliation, which normally comes within three
or four days, might generate sufficient publicity to distract
media attention from the Czech departures. This might encourage
the Czechs not to retaliate, given that in the past they have
not retaliated when there has been no publicity. We cannot,
of course, offer any guarantees, but on balance the Foreign
Secretary thinks that we should expel the Czechs in the week
beginning 22 May.

As regards the Prime Minister's concern that action
against the Russians first would forewarn the Czechs,
The timing now proposed will keep the delay

to a minimum.

I am copying this letter to Colin Walters (Home Office)
and to the Director General of the Security Service.

(A

(J s Wwall)
Private Secretary

C D Powell Esqg
10 Downing Street
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10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWI1A 2AA

Erom the Private Secretary

8 May 1989

EXPULSION OF MEMBERS OF SOVIET AND CZECH EMBASSIES

Thank you for your letter of 5 May about the proposed expulsion

of members of the Soviet and Czech Embassies.

The Prime Minister is generally content with what is proposed:

= she agrees the list of those to be expelled;

= she is content for the expulsions of the Russians to

take place on 19 May;

= she agrees to write to Mr. Gorbachev in the terms suggested
in the draft enclosed with your letter and I will now get this

typed.

The only outstanding question is whether to expel the Russians

and Czechs simultaneously or separately. The Prime
view is that it would be better to get both sets of
out of the way before the NATO Summit and President
In practice that would mean doing them at most only
There is also the consideration that action against

Minister's
expulsions
Bush's visit.
a week apart.
the Russians

would warn the Czechs. You may like to reflect further on whether
it would not be best to carry out all the expulsions on 19 May.

I am copying this letter to Colin Walters (Home Office)

and the Director General of the Security Service.

C. D. POWELL

Stephen Wall, Esqg.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office

SECRET AND PERSONAL
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PRIME MINISTER

EXPULSION OF MEMBERS OF THE SOVIET AND CZECH
EMBASSIES

You have agreed in principle to the expulsion of a number of

members of the Soviet and Czech Embassies in London because of
: ; S e

their espionage activities. We now need to take a number of

e ————
operational decisions.
m

Whom to expel?

The Security Service recommend 11 Russians (one fewer than
S—
before) whose cases you have already studied, and four Czechs.

Full details of the Czechs are in the papers annexed but I do

not think you need read them. There is no doubt that they are

intelligence officers and active ones at that.
———

When to act?

The recommendation is that we should do it before the NATO

Summit on 29/30 May. The Security Service are keen to act on

a Friday, which leaves three possible dates: 12, 19 or 26

— — —

May. 12 May is the last day of the London Information Forum

and better avoided. 26 May is right on the eve of the NATO

Summit and might look as though we were acting to distract

attention from NATO's own problems at the Summit. This points

to 19 May. If the Russians retaliate - as they will - it will

be an opportunity to underline at the Summit how little they

have changed.

S———————

How to do it?

We want to minimise the impact on our relations with the

Soviet Union. There are two ways we can try to do this.

—_—

First, we could exceptionally not reduce the ceiling on the

Soviet official community in Britain by the number of people

expelled. This might help avoid a downward spiral and limit

e —

the Russians' retaliation. Second, we could volunteer that we

—_—

would take no action to publicise the expulsions. But we have

to recognise that the news is bound to leak out sooner or

later, since journalists are involved.

—
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Should you write to Mr. Gorbachev?

It is suggested that you should write to Mr. Gorbachev to

explain why we are taking action, to underline our desire to

limit the consequences, and to tell him that we shall not

lower the ceiling or give publicity to our action. I think

this is right, not least in psychological terms. You have

el S . . . 0 .
always been direct with him and should be on this occasion.

attach a draft of a message for your approval.

Should we expel the Russians and Czechs together or

separately?
There are arguments both ways. Expelling them altogether gets

it over in one fell swoop but makes it more likely that the

Czech expulsions will also become public knowledge. Expelling

the Czechs three weeks later would perhaps diminish the

appearance of a concerted attack on the Communist countries

and would give us a better prospect of avoiding publicity and

thus persuading the Czechs to limit retaliation. The FCO

recommendation is for separate expulsions. I continue to

believe it is better to get it all over in one go and try to

draw a line under the episode rather than extend the agony.

see no need to show any delicacy towards the Czechs who are

behaving abominably.

Agree: \/
= Numbers to be expelled? 2]

| a worred

ehowi 50 )

To carry out expulsions simultaneously?
ks - 71°

IPNDI Y IO I
- (V')
T t 19 May? A SO Wz-cu“ '
o act on ay? = _ = S
s - (J rob Foplbe s wid Ue (FORY
(fl.(. l/vvl/to(n..)ar:]j ‘y‘".
To write to Mr. Gorbachev in the terms proposed? 41 A4, vt

}/ aecdan f”u‘wgl
cy? S
-~ [ VT \,:ut
/et T s
I (=
U< e Ney .
W et Lr g RS “
T T T

CHARLES POWELL
5 May 1989
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Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH

5 May 1989

Expulsion of Members of the Soviet
' Czech Embassies

Thank you for your letter of 19 April recording
the Prime Minister's discussions with the Director General
of the Security Service. The Security Service evidence of
Czech wrongdoing has now been received and is attached.
The Foreign Secretary finds the evidence convincing and
recommends that the four Czechs named should be expelled.

Since their last discussion on 26 April, the
Foreign Secretary has again considered whether action
should be taken simultaneously against the Soviet and
czech Embassies. 1t has the obvious attraction of
avoiding two separate incidents.. But it could provoke a
coordinated response and, 1f the expulsions became public,
might be portrayed as a deliberate campaign, leading to an
even_greater row than if acfion were taken separately.
Separate action would also afford us greater flexibility
both in our initial action and in the event of
retaliation. It might also reduce the possibility of
Czech retaliation. There is virtually no chance of
avoiding publicity and retaliation for the Russian
expulsion (see below) but a reasonable one_of avoiding
publicity for the Czechs - if we act against them
separately and later. In the past, the Czechs have been
less inclined té retaliate if there is no_publicity. On
balance, therefore, the Foreign Secretary believes that
the Russians should be expelled first, followed by the
Czechs two or three weeks later. y

-—

Publicity

The Foreign Secretary does not believe that we
shall be able to keep the Russian expulsions quiet.
Eleven Russlans, including three journalists, can hardly
leave at short notice without it becoming apparent.

Normally, Soviet retaliation follows quickly (3/4 days).

/If

C D Powell Esqg
10 Downing Street
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If there are British journalists amongst the
retaliatory expulsions the expulsions will certainly
leak then.

Nevertheless, we could try to minimise the
impact of the expulsions by telling the Russians that
we would not initiate publicity. In addition, we
could exceptionally not ratchet down the ceiling on
the Soviet official community. The intention would
be not to provoke the possible withdrawal of local
staff In Moscow (as happened to the Americans) and to
avoid the downward spiral at a time when more, rather
than less, people are needed to service the growing
bilateral relationship. In order to ensure that the
Russians did not interpret this as a sign of
weakness, Sif Patrick Wright would tell their
Ambassador that our decision was exceptional and
should be regarded as evidence of our wish not to let
this episéde sour our otherwise good relations nor to
make the legitimate work of the Soviet community more
difficult. He would not imply in any way that the
ratchet had been discarded for ever. He would say
that we would be watching very closely how the
Russians made use of this concession: if they simply
sought to refill the posts with KGB and GRU officers,
we would not hesitate to use the ratchet again.

In addition, the Foreign Secretary believes
that there is a case for a personal message from the
Prime Minister to Mr Gorbachev at the time of the
expulsions. This, too, might help to minimise the
impact of the expulsions on relations. A draft is
attached. If the Prime Minister is content, we would
instruct Sir Rodric Braithwaite to deliver the text
of the lettér at the same time as Sir Patrick Wright
takes action with the Soviet Ambassador here.

As to the Czechs, even though a Press Attache
is amongst the four to go the Foreign Secretary
believes that EHETE-TE_g'reasonable chance of
avoidin ublicity - if action 1is taken against them
segarater and later. Given that they have in the
pa ended not to retaliate on a one-for-one basis
where there hds been no publicity, the Foreign
Secretary recommends tﬁag the Czech Ambassador should

be told that we do not intend to publicise the
expulsions. To further reduce the risk of
retaliation, Sir Patrick Wright might tell the Czech
Ambassador that if they do retaliate, we shall
consider imposing a ce¥I1ng and ratchet system
against them. BT

N

/Timing
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Timing

Given that publicity for the Russian
expulsions at least seems inevitable, the best timing
for action against them would seem to be before the
NATO Summit on 29-30 May.

- There are
therefore three possible dates - 12, 19 or 26 May.
Of these, 26 May is a holiday (but not for the
Russians); is very close to the NATO summit, and
could be misinterpreted as deliberately provocative.
It also immediately precedes a visit to the Soviet
Union by Mr Clarke scheduled for 28 May (although
whenever weé take action in this period this visit is
vulnerable). 12 May is the last day of the London
Information Forum and might well be seen as a
deliberately cynical choice of timing. 19 May, on
the other hand, means that our own action (and
probable Soviet retaliation)] WIII have taken place
before the NATO Summit. This could assist our Summit
purposes if Soviet retaliation, including the
possible cancellation 6f Mr Clarke's visit, portrayed
the Russians in a hostile and thoroughly old

fashioned light.

The Foreign Secretary thinks therefore that
the Russians should be told of our decision on 19 May.

Since the Czech expulsions do not involve the
same operational considerations, we could take action
against them in early June. This would allow a
decent interval before the Foreign Secretary's visit
to Prague, scheduled for 3 July, and would still
precede Mr Gorbachev's vis o the FRG. But if, on
the other hand, the Prime Minister decides, despite
the arguments above, to take simultaneous action, the
Czechs could easily go on 19 May. ~

The Foreign Secretary has considered whether
the expulsions might disrupt our talks with the
Czechs about Semtex; but this seems unlikely since
it would necessitate them drawing attention to the
expulsions and would only damage their image with the
rest of the world.

Numbers

The Prime Minister will wish to know that the

number of 11 Russians now to be expelled results from
————————

/two
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two departures from the original 12 proposed and the
additiomof a KGB operational dri¥er. The Director
General referred t& the latter when he saw the Prime
Minister on 19 April. A revised list of those to be
expelled is attached.

SNF

The question arises as to what effect the
expulsions might have on German thinking over SNF.
The likely answer is probably not very much. The
West German public is all tdo used to spying scandals
in their own country. And there will no doubt be
accusations from some quarters, if only the media,
that we have deliberately timed the expulsions to
influence the debate on SNF. The German public wants
to believe that the Soviet threat is disappearing and
will probably tend to rationalise KGB activity as
part of old thinking which has been predictably slow
to bend to perestroika. Nevertheless, the expulsions
might be helpful with some of the other Allies at the
NATO Summit.

To sum up, the Foreign Secretary recommends
that %},ansians and 4 Czech officials should be

expelled in two separate actions, the first being
against the RuZZ1ans on Friday 19 May. The Czechs
would be expelled about two weeks later. Neither
event should be publicised in order to try to
minimise their impact on bilateral relations. 1In
addition we hope that the Prime Minister will agree
to sending a personal message to Mr Gorbachev along
the attached lines. The Home Secretary agrees with
these recommendations.

I should be grateful if you would let me know
whether the Prime Minister would be content to
proceed on this basis. If so, we shall, of course,
let you have copies of the relevant Aides Memoire,
Speaking Notes and Press Lines nearer the time action
is to be taken.

I am copying this letter to Colin Walters
(Home Office) and to the Director General of the
Security Service.

2
vfg;;ijggé%:;:;jﬁaJQ\BBJ¢/\\\\‘°

Private Secretary
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LIST OF PROPOSED SOVIET EXPELLEES




LIST OF PROPOSED CZECHOSLOVAK EXPELLEES

- age 39
Press Attache
Identified FMV Intelllgence Officer

- age 36
Technical Adviser, Commercial Section
Identified FMV Intelligence Officer

- age 38
2nd Secretary, Scientific and Technical Attache
Identified FMV Co-opted worker

- age 35
3rd Secretary, Political
Identified FMW Intelligence Officer
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We have established the practice of speaking

frankly about any subjedt, however wide our

differences. This has /done much to reduce the

climate of suspicion which characterised the

past. I am writing to you now in that spirit.
I do not intend to disclose the contents of this

letter.

I have today qpproved a decision which I had
hoped not to take. As your advisers know well,
successive Briti%h Governments have pursued a
resolute and consistent policy over the presence
in Britain of representatives of the Soviet

Intelligence Services.

Enclosures flag(s) ...........
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I had hoped that the action taken by
my Government in 1985 would clear away, once and
for all, a major obstacle both in British/Soviet
relations, and to the creation of more
cooperative and friendly relationships in
Europe. I have been disappointed. Your
country's intelligence services have, step by
step, reconstructed their staff in London.
Their operatives have engaged in activities
which no Government could accept. We have
expressed our concern repeatedly and at many
levels. No corrective action has been taken by
the Soviet side, and we are left with no
alternative but to require the removal of
certain intelligence officers whose activities
in Britain have nothing to do with their stated
purpose for being in Britain and are hostile to

our security.

We welcome representatives of your growing

political, commercial, cultural and press

interests in Britain. Their presence here is

important to our expanding relationship. The
presence of your intelligence officers works in

precisely the opposite direction.

/I have
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I have decided to depart from our previous

practice and not to foreclose the posts occupied

by the departing intelligence personnel, in the

expectation that these posts will in future be

occupied by Soviet officials engaged extensively

and openly in the promotion of legitimate
business. I have also given instructions that
publicity for the removal of your intelligence
personnel is not to be given by any British
official. These have not been easy decisions.
But they are intended to offer a positive way
forward. I shall be looking for a similarly

positive approach from the Soviet side.

I am sorry that I have to write to you in
this vein, so soon after your outstandingly

successful visit to London. But I would be

wrong to conceal from you my deep concern about

a problem we should surely put behind us.
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10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWI1A 2AA 4 May 1989

From the Private Secretar)

Nosw  Lowd

SOVIET MINISTER OF NUCLEAR POWER

The Prime Minister has given Lord Marshall of Goring a
commitment that she would see the Soviet Minister of Nuclear
Power when he visits the United Kingdom in early July.

I understand that Mr. Lukonin will be here from 8-16
July. The Prime Minister could see him at 15.30 on 10 July.
But before confirming this, T should be grateful to know
that you and the Department of Energy are content.

I am copying this letter to Stephen Haddrill,
(Department of Energy).

Mol
@m:\&ig

C. D. POWELL

Richard Gozney, Esqg.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office
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FM MOSCOW DISTRIBUTION AMENDED 2ND MAY
TO PRIORITY FCO

TELNO 736

OF 290616Z APRIL 89

INFO ROUTINE PARIS, BONN, WASHINGTON, UKDEL NATO

INFO ROUTINE EAST EUROPEAN POSTS, MODUK, UKDIS GENEVA

SIC EMA/EMC/EME

SOVIET INTERNAL: GEORGIA M&

SUMMARY

1. A MEMBER OF THE MEDICAL COMMISSION EXAMINING THE VICTIMS OF 9
APRIL STATES CATEGORICALLY THAT A POISONOUS GAS, AND_NOT JUST TEAR
GAS, WAS USED. MORE THAN 100 PEOPLE NOW SUFFERING FROM ITS EFFECTS.
THE MILITARY STILL REFUSING TO IDENTIFY THE GAS OR ADMIT*;?—Wxg_USED.
BITTERNESS IN GEORGIA GROWING.

DETAIL

2. ON 27 APRIL TWO MEMBERS OF CHANCERY ATTENDED AN INFORMAL AND
UNOFFICIAL BRIEFING ORGANISED FOR SOME SOVIET JOURNALISTS ON RECENT
EVENTS IN GEORGIA. THOSE PRESENT INCLUDED SHENGELIYA, CHAIRMAN OF
THE GEORGIAN WRITERS UNION, AND MEMBER OF THE GEORGIAN SUPREME SOVIET
COMMISSION INVESTIGATING THE EVENTS OF 9 APRIL, AND A GEORGIAN DOCTOR
WHO HAD BEEN CLOSELY INVOLVED IN TENDING THE VICTIMS OF 9 APRIL AND
WHO WAS A MEMBER OF THE MEDICAL INVESTIGATORY COMMISSION. AMATEUR
VIDEOS OF THE BREAKING UP OF THE DEMONSTRATION AND INCLUDING
INTERVIEWS WITH HOSPITALISED SURVIVORS, WERE SHOWN.

3. THE MAIN INTEREST OF THE BRIEFING LAY IN WHAT WAS SAID ABOUT THE
USE OF GAS. THE DOCTOR SAID THAT LEADING TOXICOLOGISTS FROM
LENINGRAD AND MOSCOW HAD VISITED TBILISI, EXAMINED THE PATIENTS AND
SIGNED A STATEMENT THAT THEY WERE SUFFERING FROM CHEMICAL POISONING:
AND THAT THERE WAS NO WAY IN WHICH THEIR SYMPTOMS COULD HAVE BEEN
CAUSED BY TEAR GAS IN WHATEVER QUANTITIES IT HAD BEEN USED.
ACCORDING TO THE DOCTOR, THE ARMY AND MINISTRY OF THE INTERIOR WERE
STILL DENYING THAT ANY GAS HAD BEEN USED EXCEPT THE CHERMUKHA TEAR
GAS (OUR TELNO 700). WITHOUT THE ASSISTANCE OF THE MILITARY, IT WAS
PROVING IMPOSSIBLE TO IDENTIFY THE GAS USED, AND HENCE TO DECIDE ON
THE METHOD OF TREATMENT FOR ITS VICTIMS.

PAGE 1
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4. THEIR NUMBER WAS CONTINUING TO INCREASE. THERE WERE NOW OVER 100
PEOPLE IN HOSPITAL SUFFERING FROM CHEMICAL POISONING. THE GAS USED
WAS HEAVY AND WAS STILL ACTIVE. IT WAS COLLECTING IN BASEMENTS OF
BUILDINGS. ONLY A FEW DAYS AGO A GROUP 'OF SCHOOLCHILDREN HAD BEEN
ADMITTED TO HOSPITAL BECAUSE ONE OF THEIR CLASSROOMS WAS AFFECTED.
THE SYMPTOMS OF THOSE POISONED WERE VARIED, AND WERE PSYCHOLOGICAL AS
WELL AS PHYSICAL. THE GAS AFFECTED THE NERVOUS SYSTEM AND CAUSED
BREATHING DIFFICULTIES. SOME WERE SUFFERING FROM HYSTERIA AND
VARIOUS FORMS OF PSYCHOSIS. IT WAS IMPOSSIBLE TO TELL HOW MANY OF
THE ORIGINAL 16 DEATHS HAD BEEN CAUSED BY CHEMICAL POISONING.
APPARENTLY THE AUTOPSIES WHICH HAVE BEEN CARRIED OUT DID NOT PROVE
THINGS ONE WAY OR THE OTHER. BUT THE TWO WHO HAD SUBSEQUENTLY DIED
IN HOSPITAL HAD DEFINITELY BEEN POISONED BY GAS. THE DOCTOR
CONFIRMED THAT 14 OF THE ORIGINAL 16 DEAD HAD BEEN WOMEN AND AGED
FROM 16 TO 70. —

5. THE VIDEO SHOWED AN INTERVIEW WITH A GEORGIAN HOSPITALISED
BECAUSE OF THE GAS WHO SAID HE RECOGNISED IT BECAUSE HE HAD USED IT
IN AFGHANISTAN. IT INDUCED PARALYSIS FOR ONE OR TWO MINUTES. HE
SAID HE THOUGHT THERE WAS AN ANTIDOTE AGAINST THE AFTER-EFFECTS WHICH
HAD TO BE ADMINISTERED WITHIN SIX HOURS. THERE WAS NO CORROBORATION
OF THIS IN OTHER INTERVIEWS. =

6. ALTOGETHER, 1,117 PEOPLE HAD SOUGHT MEDICAL TREATMENT AFTER THE
DEMONSTRATION. 343 HAD BEEN HOSPITALISED. FOUR OF THE GAS VICTIMS
WERE STILL IN A CRITICAL CONDITIONS. SOME OF THE STUDENTS WHO HAD
BEEN ON HUNGERSTRIKE HAD BEEN AFFECTED BY THE GAS AND WERE ALSO IN A
BAD STATE. THERE WERE WILD RUMOURS GOING AROUND ABOUT THE LONG TERM
EFFECTS OF THE GAS - INCLUDING THAT IT CAUSED IMPOTENCE.

7. THE VIDEO FILMS BEGAN WITH EXTENSIVE SHOTS OF A PEACEFUL CROWD
SINGING HYMNS AND SAYING PRAYERS. THE PATRIARCH, WHO HAD CLEARLCY
BEEN WARNED THAT THE TROOPS WERE ABOUT TO MOVE IN, PLEADED WITH THE
CROWD TO DISPERSE TO AVOID ''THE VERY SERIOUS AND IMMEDIATE DANGER''.
TANKS WERE SEEN APPROACHING THE SQUARE TO THE CHANTS AND JEERS OF THE
DEMONSTRATORS. SOME DEMONSTRATORS KICKED AND THREW STICKS AND STONES
AT THE TANKS WHILST OTHERS APPEARED TO BE MARSHALLING THE CROWD TO A
SAFE DISTANCE.

8. WHAT ENSU;ED WAS UNCLEAR, THOUGH RIOT POLICE WITH PERSPEX SHIELDS
WERE LINED UP FACING DEMONSTRATORS AND MOVING THEM BACK. ONLY ONE OR
TWO INSTANCES OF SHOVELS BEING WIELDED BY TROOPS WERE CAUGHT ON THE
FILM. A COMMENTATOR AT THE MEETING WHO HAD BEEN PRESENT ON 9 APRIL

PAGE 2
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POINTED OUT WHAT HE SAID WERE TROOPS DELIBERATELY ENCIRCLING AND
BEATING A PORTION OF THE CROWD. BUT THIS WAS NOT SELF-EVIDENT FROM
THE FILM. A SUBSEQUENT SECTION OF THE FILM WAS SHOT INSIDE THE
MORTUARY. ONLY ONE OR TWO OF THE DEAD HAD OBVIOUSLY BLOODY WOUNDS,
ALTHOUGH THE FILM COMMENTARY AND AUDIENCE REPEATED CLAIMS ABOUT THE
USE OF SHOVELS.

9. THERE WERE ALSO VIDEO INTERVIEWS WITH HOSPITALISED SURVIVORS
INCLUDED ONE WITH WITH A MEMBER OF THE GEORGIAN MILITIA WHO SAID HE
HAD BEEN BEATEN WITH TRUNCHEONS WHILST TRYING TO HELP WOMEN TO
SAFETY. THERE WAS AN INTERVIEW WITH A YOUNG TEENAGER WHO HAD BEEN
SHOT THE DAY AFTER THE DEMONSTRATION, PRESUMABLY DURING THE CURFEW
SEMICOLON FILM OF A SOLDIER SHOOTING AT A CAR PASSENGER ATTEMPTING TO
FILM A TANK SEMICOLON AND AN INTERVIEW WITH A GEORGIAN WHO HAD BEEN
BEATEN UNCONSCIOUS AND HAD HAD BOTH ARMS BROKEN FOR FAILING TO
PRODUCE HIS IDENTITY DOCUMENTS TO PATROLLING TROOPS.

CONCLUSION

10. THIS WAS AN EMOTIONAL MEETING WITH A NUMBER OF GEORGIANS
PRESENT. ALLOWANCE HAS TO BE MADE FOR THAT IT WAS DESIGNED
SPECIFICALLY TO PRESENT THE GEORGIAN CASE. NEVERTHELESS, IT IS CLEAR
THAT THE MILITARY ARE PAINTING THEMSELVES INTO AN INCREASINGLY
AWKWARD CORNER. THE INVESTIGATORY COMMISSION MAY NOW CONCLUDE THAT A

POISONOUS GAS WAS USED. AND SHEVARDNADZE AND OTHERS HAVE UNDERTAKEN
TO MAKE THE FINDINGS PUBLIC. THE MILITARY'S REFUSAL TO COOPERATE IN

HELPING _TO TREAT THE GAS VICTIMS WILL BE FURTHER INCREASING GEORGIAN
BITTERNESS, AND FUELLING THE BELIEF}AKtkEADY APPARENTLY WIDESPREAD 1IN
GEOEETT, THAT THE EVENTS OF 9 APRIL WERE DELIBERATELY ENGINEERED BY
'""CERTGAIN FORCES'' IN MOSCOW. THE AFFAIR IS NOT GOING TO DIE DOWN.

11. A MEMBER OF CHANCERY HAS MANAGED TO GET TICKETS TO TBILISI FROM
2-4 MAY, AND THIS SHOULD PROVIDE FURTHER INFORMATION.

12. SEE MIFT (NOT TO ALL).

BRAITHWAITE
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CENTRAL ELECTRICITY GENERATING BOARD
Sudbury House, 15 Newgate Street, London ECIA 7AU. Telephone 01-634 5111

From the Chairman 28 April 1989
The Lord Marshall of Goring Kt, CBE, FRS

The Rt. Hon. Margaret Thatcher, MP, STRICTLY PERSONAL
Prime Minister,

Cabinet Office,

10 Downing Street,

London,

SW1

Dear Prime Minister,

In our conversation at lunch on Wednesday you generously volunteered to
meet the Minister of nuclear power from the USSR, Minister Lukonin.

He will be with us from Saturday, 8 July to Sunday, 16 July. He will

be visiting my home in Oxfordshire both weekends and will spend the week
travelling the country looking at nuclear facilities, and spending some time
here in London. If you could meet him for a few minutes either here in London,
or at Chequers, he would go home a very proud and happy man. But I shall say
nothing whatever to him in advance for fear your diary is too crowded or the
appointment is cancelled at the last minute.

For your background information, Minister Lukonin was appointed to his
present post by President Gorbachev after the Chernobyl accident. He reports to
the Deputy Chairman of the USSR Council of Ministers, Minister Shcherbina, who
is the senior man at the Kremlin in charge of energy in general.

I believe Lukonin and Shcherbina to be pro-Gorbachev men. I am
certain that the people immediately under Lukonin are extremely pro-Gorbachev.

I am copying this letter to no-one.

Yours sincerely,

Wil Yk ll

Marshall of Goring




PRESS LINE: GORDIEVSKY

confirm that we have raised the case of Gordievsky's
wife and two young daughters with the Russians a number
of times, and at a number of levels, on a humanitarian

basis as a family reunification case.

we have pressed the Russians for a long time to resolve
all Anglo/Soviet family reunification cases and have made

considerable progress. This is most welcome.

what we have proposed for the Gordievsky family is that

they should all meet in Britain to decide their future.

Britain has placed no obstacles in the way of families of

British defectors who wish to visit the USSR.

it is neither surprising nor embarrassing that we should
have raised this with the Russians, who have an obligation
undertaken at the recent Vienna CSCE meeting to allow family

members to travel.

not prepared to go into further details.

[If asked whether Prime Minister/Foreign Secretary will

raise this during Mr Gorbachev's visit]

- cannot go into details of what the Prime Minister/Foreign
Secretary will raise but campt exclude that this will be

one of the subjects.
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10 DOWNING STREET

NDON SWIA 2AA Apri
From the Private Secretary 1o s 27 April 1989

\WN W[\ .
The Prime Minister has read with great interest your

Secretary of State's minute of 25 April about his visit to

the Soviet Union and is most grateful to him for reporting
so fully.

I am copying this letter to the Private Secretaries to
the Foreign Secretary and Trade Secretary.

CHARLES D. POWELL

Stephen Haddrill, Esq.,
Department of Energy
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SOVIET INTERNAL: CPSU CENTRAL COMMITTEE PLENUM, 25 APRIL

SUMMARY

1. ONE DAY PLENUM HONOURABLY RETIRES A LARGE AMOUNT OF DEAD WO0OD
FROM THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE. THIS IS UNLIKELY TO HAVE MUCH EFFECT ON
THE BALANCE OF POWER WITHIN THE PARTY. BUT IT WILL LESSEN OPPOSITION
TO REFORM IN THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE. T =
DETAIL

2. THE CPSU CENTRAL COMMITTEE MET FOR ONE DAY ON 25 APRIL. 1IT
ACCEPTED A REQUEST FROM 110 FULL AND CANDIDATE MEMBERS OF THE CENTRAL
COMMITTEE AND MEMBERS OF THE REVISION COMMISISON TO BE RELIEVED OF
THEIR DUTIES ON THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE. ALL THOSE LEAVING THE CENTRAL
COMMITTEE HAD PREVIOUSLY RETIRED FROM THEIR OFFICIAL PARTY OR
GOVERNMENT JOBS. IN A SHORT OPENING SPEECH GORBACHEV THANKED THOSE
DEPARTING FOR THEIR SERVICES. A FURTHER 20 PEOPLE SPOKE, INCLUDING
SOME OF THOSE RETIRING.

3. THE PLENUM ALSO PROMOTED 24 CANDIDATE MEMBERS TO FULL MEMBERSHIP
OF THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE. THE PARTY RULES PREVENT GORBACHEV FROM
BRINGING OUTSIDERS INTO THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE. PLENUMS CAN ONLY
PROMOTE CANDIDATE TO FULL MEMBERS. OPPORTUNITIES TO COOPT HIS OWN
MEN IN PLACE OF THOSE RETIRING WERE THEREFORE LIMITED. MANY OF THOSE
PROMOTED ARE WORKERS ABOUT WHOM WE KNOW NOTHING: OF THE OTHERS, MOST
SEEM TO FIT GENERALLY INTO THE GORBACHEV MOULD. THEY INCLUDE
VELIKHOV, A VICE-PRESIDENT OF THE ACADEMY OF SCIENCES, PRIMAKOV, THE
DIRECTOR OF THE IMEMO INSTITUTE, AND FALIN, THE HEAD OF THE CENTRAL
COMMITTEE INTERNATIONAL DEPARTMENT. THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE IS NOW
REDUCED FORM 307 TO 257 FULL MEMBERS. OVER HALF THE CURRENT REGIONAL
PARTY FIRST SECRETARIES AND FIRST SECRETARIES OF THE BALTIC AND
CAUCASIAN REPUBLICS ARE STILL NOT MEMBERS OF THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE.
4. MOST OF THE 110 RETIRED MEMBERS ARE OLD FIGURES FORM THE BREZHNEV
DAYS. THEY INCLUDE TWO FORMER POLITBURO MEMBERS, GROMYKO AND
SOLOMENTSEV, WHO RETIRED LAST YEAR. THEY ALSO INCLUDE A FEW RECENTLY
DISGRACED FIGURES SUCH AS THE FORMER PARTY BOSSES OF ARMENIA AND
AZERBAIDJAN DISMISSED LAST YEAR. BUT NONE OF THE DEFEATED AT THE
POLLS ARE INVOLVED. THIS IS NOT THEREFORE A POST-ELECTION PURGE -

PAGE 1
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BUT THE REMOVAL OF DEAD WO0OD. NEVERTHELESS, THE OLD BREZHNEV HANDS AS
LONG AS THEY REMAINED IN THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE COULD HELP SLOW THE
PROCESS OF PERESTROIKA. LAST MONTH'S AGRICULTURAL PLENUM COULD WELL
HAVE BEEN AN EXAMPLE OF THIS. THIS RATHER ELEGANT OPERATION SHALL
MAKE IT EASIER IN FUTURE FOR GORBACHEV TO GET REFORMS THROUGH THE
CENTRAL COMMITTEE. IT ALSO ENABLES HIM TO DEMONSTRATE THAT HE IS
KEEPING THE REFORM MOMENTUM GOING.

5. THE FULL TEXT OF THE PLENUM PROCEEDINGS INCLUDING GORBACHEV'S
CLOSING REMARKS IS TO BE PUBLISHED WITHIN THE NEXT FEW DAYS. BUT IT
IS CLEAR THAT THE MAIN THEME WAS THE PERFORMANCE OF PARTY OFFICIALS
IN THE MARCH ELECTIONS. TWO NOTABLE VICTIMS, SOLOVIEV, THE LENINGRAD
PARTY CHIEF, AND SAIKIN, THE MAYOR OF MOSCOW, BOTH SPOKE AT THE
PLENUM. BUT RUMORS THAT THEY AND OTHERS WOULD SUFFER DEMOTION AT
THIS PLENUM HAVE PROVED UNFOUNDED. INDEED ONE OF THE PLENUM'S
PURPOSES SEEMS TO HAVE BEEN TO REASSURE ELECITON VICTIMS THAT THERE
WOULD BE NO PURGE FORM MOSCOW. MEDVEDEV STRESSED AGAIN AT THE PRESS
CONFERENCE AFTER THE PLENUM THAT THE POSITION OF THESE OFFICIALS
SHOULD BE DECIDED BY LOCAL AND NOT CENTRAL PARTY BODIES.

BRAITHWAITE

DISTRIBUTION

ADVANCE

HD/SOVIET HD/NEWS
HD/EED PS/NO 10 DOWNING ST
HD /NAD
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MR POWELL

c Sir Robin Butler

Soviet Central Committee Plenum

Yesterday's Plenum resulted in the removal from the

Party's Central Committee and Auditing Commission of nearly

all the officially designated pensioners on those bodies
TEBme were sSIE_ES_KECZ'been too 11T to sign the common
address of resignation). The figures are: 74 resignations
of full members of the Central Committee (od?-of a total of
301) ; 24 candidate members (out of 157), and 12 members of

—

the Auditing Commission (out of 82). —

2 The reason why there were so many pensioners in the
Party's leading policy-making bodies in the first place
lies in the fact that the Central Committee and Auditing

Commission are elected at Party Congresses. The latest

Party Congress took place iﬁiFebruary/March 1986, when

Gorbachev had been in power for 1e§§“ﬁh§n a yéaf‘énd was
not strong enough to dispose of all tgé é;;zbéEQ era
officials. Since then, he has achieved the reti;;ment of
most of them. But apart from a few who have been expelled
from the Central Committee because they have been facing
criminal charges, loss of job has not entailed loss of
Central Committee status. The Central Party bodies have
thus been peopled with an increasing number of "dead
souls". Gorbachev wanted the Party Conference in June/July
1988 to rectify this situation, but, as he acknowledged
yesterday, the idea was rejected.

3. In place of the 110 removed, a mere 24 have been
promoted from candidate to full membershzg-;f the Central
Committee. The reason again lies in the Party Rules, which
allow for such promotions between Congresses, but not for

the co-opting of new members from outside the existing

il
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Central Committee. The promotees include some undoubted
supporters of Gorbachev, particularly in the foreign
affairs field, but also some token workers, one of whom was
among those attacking Eltsin at the last Plenum and is
probably not well-disposed towards Gorbachev.

4. Gorbachev has been hinting since January that a Plenum
was due in April, but had previously linked it with the
forthcoming Congress of People's Deputies, which has now
been postponed till late May. He may, therefore, have
exploited the opportunity to hold a different Plenum from
the one originally envisaged in order to force through the
radical pruning of the Central Committee which he has long
desired. The Party's poor showing at the recent elections

will have given him the necessary ammunition.

5% The changes strengthen Gorbachev's position. They

have eliminated the latent possibility of the remaining

Brezhnevites mounting a coup against him in the Central

Committee. But Gorbachev will still have to wait till the
next Party Congress (due in 1991) before he can radically
revaﬂgﬁfﬁéhtéﬁtral Committee. Whether the rejuvenation and

slimming down of the Party's leading bodies will have a
palpable effect on the popular view of the Party remains to
be seen. Gorbachev's similar exercise last September, when
he removed the elderly from the top leadership, did not
have much effect on popular perceptions, to judge by the
election results.

PERCY CRADOCK
26 April 1989

2
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As you know, I visited the Soviet Union earlier this month to

Prime Minister

VISIT TO THE USSR

Je

open the British Soviet Chamber of Commerce Month and to promote
trade in the energy sector.

I was struck most forcibly by the change in the attitudes of the
Soviet Government and people since I last made an official visit
in 1979. Almost everybody I met, from Deputy Prime Minister
Kamentsev to a power station manager, was eager to discuss openly
the problems facing them. President Gorbachev has quite
remarkably removed the people's fear of its Government within
only three years. It was also clear that he has been successful
in promoting younger and more far-sighted men into positions of
power across a broad spectrum of Ministries. Of the four
Ministers I met with responsibilities for different parts of the
energy sector, only Schadov, the coal minister, was of the old

school .

The rapid opening of public debate had, however, given expression
to public discontent on a scale which the Government is finding
This was demonstrated during my discussions
of nuclear ESWer. They are determined to expand their nuclear
programme by over 50% (it presently accounts for 12% of
electriciti—agﬁg?gzzgh and is planned to reach 20% by 2000) but
each Soviet has a power of veto over new stations being built in

. = . .

their areas, which they now appear keen to exercise. The
= e e

Government has also had to close the nuclear power station in
Armenia even though it was completely untouched by the
eartﬁqdéke. Mr Lukonin, the Minister for Atomic Energy,
emphasised that this decision was due to the extent of public
concern about the possible effect of another earthquake and not
because the Government believed there was any threat to safety.
Mr Lukonin and other Ministers repeatedly questioned me about the
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way in which we dealt with public opposition to nuclear power and
how we were able to pursue a new nuclear programme despite the
public disquiet after Chernobyl. The deputy nuclear Minister had
in fact spent some time at Hinkley Point learning about our
inquiry process. I suspect that some Soviet Ministers below
Gorbachev and the Politburo lack the experience needed to take on
an open polltlcal debate effectlvely and are perhaps uncertain

p—
about exercising strong leadership in the new climate.

A number of Ministers also stressed the commitment of the Soviet
Government to environmental protection and in particular the need
to reduce CO2 and 802 emissions frqm powegﬂstat1ons There was
concern abBut the greenhouse effect and about more local problems
caused by the poor emission controls on their power plants and
major factories. They emphasised the unique contribution which

nuclear power can make to solving these problems, and it was

partly for this reason, that the public EOncern about nuclear
power disturbed them. They fully endorsed the need for a
concerted international effort to find solutions. They also
agreed with me that the most intractable problems lay with the
Third World and the conflict between economic growth and
industrialisation on the one hand and the restraint of carbon
emissions on the other. I believe this is an area where we will
find much common ground with the Soviets. I believe that you
would find it a constructive subject for discussion when you next
meet President Gorbachev.

On the trade front, the BSCC month and exhibition was well
organised, had a strong UK presence, and appeared to be
attracting a good audience of senior managers from Russian
industry. Good progress has already been made in the energy
sector. Since 1986 my Department has been trying to promote
trade 1in a series of Anglo/Soviet working groups. The USSR
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is rapidly expanding and modernising its power plant industry,
and oil and gas are key foreign exchange earners which are being
exploited as quickly as possible. However, the working groups
have met with varying degrees of success and one of my objectives
was to stimulate greater discussion within them of practical ways
of increasing trade in this sector. I was pleased to be able to
agree that plant manufacturers should in future be included in
the discussions of the key electricity group, and that there

should be some restructuring on the Soviet side of the o0il group

to promote discussion of practical opportunities. These groups
are a particularly good forum for the discussion of Jjoint venture
arrangements, which can, of course, be a useful means of

overcoming the USSR's chronic shortage of hard currency.

I also took with me a group of businessmen from major companies,
including John Brown, Taylor Woodrow, Rolls Royce and GEC, who
have been collaborating with Russian industry for some time and J
P Kenney who signed contracts for offshore supply equipment
whilst we were there. My objective was to introduce them to
senior Soviet Ministers and give them an opportunity to raise any
problems they had encountered in trading with the USSR. I
believe they felt the visit was very constructive.

Mr Kamentsev was most helpful in dealing with their problems and
ensuring that the appropriate officials were asked to resolve any
problems. Most were also able to arrange to give detailed

presentations on their companies to the various Ministries.

The Soviets continue to show great interest in barter trade. It
is, of course, a key way of overcoming their currency shortage.
Here again I was able to help the businessmen overcome some of
the obstacles mounted by Soviet officialdom. The potential for
counter trade in the energy sector is high. The Soviets are
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particularly keen to export gas to the UK and David Young and you
may find this pressed on you. Our policy has historically been
to favour the development of the North Sea over foreign imports
but I have not ruled out their proposal. I have explained to
them that as a result of our past policy the UK gas market is
fully supplied for the foreseeable future. However, I have also
pointed out that the restructuring of the electricity industry is
already bringing forward new proposals for power stations burning
gas and I should have no objection to the Soviet Union
negotiating to supply this new market.

Overal{eﬁhe visit convinced me that there are great benefits to
be earnt by UK Ministers with responsibility for sponsoring a
particular industrial sector bringing British businessmen and the
Soviet Government together. "It gives the businessmen an
otherwise impossible opportunity to meet the decision takers and
cut through the bureaucracy, which, despite Perestroika, is still
immense and ponderous. I also believe that the Russian Ministers
are often surprised by the competitiveness of our companies and
by their drive and willingness to co-operate; direct contact does
much to break down the sorry picture which British industry earnt

for itself in earlier decades.

On the political front Gorbachev has made immense strides forward
but the task is still enormous. The party and the Government
have built a structure which protects itself against change.
Gorbachev has, for example, told local Communist party chiefs to
cut the size of their organisations; they have responded by
moving party workers into local government and so control their
area as before. The coal ministry has 2.5 million employees, not

—

only mining coal and manufacturing equipment but growing the food

_—
these people need and running a complex retail organisation; the
s e

Ministry is effectively self-sufficient and impervious to the

outside world.
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These institutions will take time to reorganise:the question is
whether the people, burdened by a dead economy but excited by

political reform, will be prepared to wait.

I am copying this to Geoffrey Howe, David Young and

Sir Rodric Braithwaite. I should particularly like to thank Sir
Rodric for his invaluable advice and for the tremendous
assistance which he and the embassy as a whole gave me during my

visit.

Secretary of State for Energy

)EA} April 1989
o)
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Charles Powell Esqg

10 Downing Street
London S W 1

2lst April 1989

)

)

Gorbachev's Pan European All-Party Conference

I said yesterday that I thought that the EDU had been making
the wrong noises about the above. In fact I now understand
they have said nothing at all. I think it will be helpful if
they did. They should publically oppose the conference until
"multi partyism" (described by Gorbachev as rubbish) is
established in the Soviet Union.

It would be very nice to see you and Carla here for or over
one weekend, if you are ever allowed time off.

No need to acknowledge this.

David Hart




SECRET AND PERSONAL

10 DOWNING STREET\*
LONDON SWIA 2AA

Erom the Private Secretary

21 April 1989

4~

EXPULSION OF MEMBERS OF THE
SOVIET AND CZECH EMBASSIES

I am sure you will have noticed there
was a rather crucial misprint in my letter
of 19 April on this subject. I enclose a
corrected version for your records.

I am copying this letter to Colin Walters
(Home Office) and to the Director-General
of the Security Service.

Charles Powell

Stephen Wall Esq
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.

SECRET AND PERSONAL
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The Great Britain—USSR Association A ace
London SW1X 7THW

A company limited by guarantee

Director ] C Q Roberts Tel 01-235 2116
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Mr Charles Powell
10 Downing Street
LONDON SW1A 2AA 20 April 1989
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Following our conversation yesterday I have prepared for
Bernard Ingham at his request a background note on the
British 'show' next year in Kiev for which this
Association has the overall responsibility. In the hope
that it might be helpful to you I am sending you a copy
of it for reference purposes.

President  The Rt Hon Viscount Whitelaw CH MC
Vice-Presidents  The Most Rev and Rt Hon the Lord Archbishop of Canterbury Mc
Sir John Lawrence Bt OBE Sir Frank Roberts GCMG GCVO
The Rt Hon Lord Shackleton KG OBE
Chairman  Sir Curtis Keeble GCMG
Vice-Chairmen  The Rt Hon Sir Peter Blaker KCMG MP  John Cartwright Mp
Sir Russell Johnston Mp  The Rt Hon John Smith Qc MP
Hon Treasurer G F N Reddaway CBE




o The Great Britain USSR Association 14 Grosvenor Place

London SW1X 7THW

A company limited by guarantee

Director ). C.Q,Roberts Tel 01-235 2116

BRITISH MONTH IN KIEV (provisional title)

June 1990

BACKGROUND

In 1966 a Soviet Week was held in Leeds under the
auspices of the Great Britain-USSR Association. No
reciprocity had been negotiated and it was not until 1978
that the Association managed to put on a return event -
the British Week in Novosibirsk.

Ever since then the Soviets pressed us for another Soviet
week in Britain. In view of the state of relations in
the period following the intervention in Afghanistan, the
Association declined to proceed.

The upturn in relations following Mr Gorbachev's visit to
London in December 1984, itself stemming originally from
an Association initiative, made it possible for the
question of an exchange of Weeks to be considered afresh.
In April 1986 the Association opened discussions with the
Soviet side. Partly due to their being obstructive about
our insistence on a reciprocal deal this time round, it
was not until February 1987 that the Association finally
signed the agreement covering a Soviet Week in Birmingham
in 1988 and a British Week in Kiev in 1990. Thus it was
possible for a mention of this to be included in the
Memorandum of Understanding signed during the Prime
Minister's visit to the USSR in March 1987.

The Soviet Week in Birmingham eventually ran to a month,
and in January 1989, when the Deputy Foreign Minister of
the USSR, Adamishin, called on the Association, he

confirmed that the British side too could run to a month.




The Great Britain USSR Association 14 Grosvenor Place
London SWi1X 7THW

A company limited by guarantee

Director 1 C.Q, Roberts Tel 01-235 2116

PLANS FOR KIEV JUNE 1990

There will be a centrepiece exhibition, organised and
funded by the Foreign and Commonwealth Office, intended
primarily to give a picture of contemporary Britain as a
successful, innovative and modern state. One of the
major cultural events, presuming contracts are signed as
anticipated, will be the opening in Kiev of the ENO's
Soviet tour. They plan to play Handel's 'Xerxes' on 7
and 9 June, and Britten's 'Turn of the Screw' on 8 and 10
June.

The British Academy of Film and Television Arts (under
the BAFTA/Shell partnership for promoting British film
and television at home and overseas) has accepted our
proposal to participate in the project, as has Capital
Radio which proposes to organise rock, steel band and
other entertainment aimed at younger audiences. Other
arts events (e.g. art exhibitions) have been discussed
with the British Council whose representatives have been
attending our planning meetings from the outset.

We intend to feature in a way yet to be decided both
Birmingham, which hosted the Soviet Festival in 1988 and
Edinburgh, which expects to sign a twinning agreement
with Kiev during 1989. A decision will be taken about
the possibiity of industrial/commercial involvement in
the Kiev event in the light of participating companies'
assessments of the British Business Month in Moscow in
April 1989.

The Association's Chairman, Director and Projects
Controller plan to visit Moscow and Kiev in June 1989 to
reach more detailed agreements covering the above, as
well as other proposals under consideration. The Princess
Royal has indicated her willingness to open the British
Month in Kiev and it is expected that the Association's
President, Lord Whitelaw, will also be present.

JCQRYVH 20.4.89

Attachment

Association's Annual Report 1988 (see page 7 for summary
of Soviet Festival in Birmingham)
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and in January 1989, when the Deputy Foreign Minister of
the USSR, Adamishin, called on the Association, he

confirmed that the British side too could run to a month.
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other entertainment aimed at younger audiences. Other
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attending our planning meetings from the outset.
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Edinburgh, which expects to sign a twinning agreement
with Kiev during 1989. A decision will be taken about
the possibiity of industrial/commercial involvement in
the Kiev event in the light of participating companies'
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The Association was founded in 1959 with the aim of
fostering on a politically impartial basis professional, cultural
and human contacts of all kinds between the United Kingdom
and the Soviet Union. It is a British organisation and works in
consultation with the Foreign and Commonwealth Office,
through which it receives an annual grant-in-aid, and the
British Council. It is also in touch with official bodies in the
USSR and with the Soviet Embassy in London. It enjoys the
active support of the British Government and of the
Opposition. Its Council includes representatives of a large
number of British organisations covering most of the main
fields of our national life, including professional, educational
and artistic bodies, businesses and trade unions. The services
it offers to its members include receptions in London and at
our branches throughout the country to enable members to
meet visitors from the USSR, the use of an extensive library,
lectures and film shows, and the provision of information and
advice to researchers and to those wishing to visit the USSR.
There are regular circulars providing information concerning
Association activities and other matters of interest to
members, who also receive free of charge our periodical
Britain-USSR a vehicle for informed and independent writing
on the Soviet Union for the general reader. Membership of the
Association is not confined to those with specialist knowledge.
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We wish to thank the following companies for their continuing support of
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Foreign & Commonwealth
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In last year’s report I was optimistic about the
possibility of the Association having resources
more commensurate with the role it ought to play
in a developing British-Soviet relationship. I am
happy to say that my optimism has been justified
and the following pages tell something of the
Association’s expanding activities over the last
twelve months.

We were further strengthened during the year
when Viscount Whitelaw did us the honour of

agreeing to serve as the fifth in the distinguished

line of Presidents of the Association. At the same
time membership is growing, and all in all we can
look forward with confidence to the future.

Chairman




At the beginning of this year the Association underwent a major review
of its operations and staffing by the Foreign Office, the result of which was an
increase in grant-in-aid to enable it to react to the increased interest in the
Soviet Union and undertake more activity relating to bilateral projects. To
effect this, the Association was authorised to recruit two new members of staff
to cope with the increased workload: William Powell as Projects Assistant and
Virginia Halewood as part-time Secretarial Assistant

I'he Association was honoured that Lord Whitelaw agreed to become its
new President. He was formally elected at the annual Council Meeting at the
House of Commons in June. New Executive Committee and Council members
were also elected including Professor Tony Briggs. University of Birmingham,
George Walden CMG MP. Ralph French OBE. Director, East Europe
Relations. ICI, Penelope Lively. author. and Barry Martin of Barry Martin
Group. to whom we are indebted for his encouragement and assistance in the
design of this year’s Annual Report.

During the year staff have represented the Association on numerous
occasions ranging from the Director attending the welcoming ceremony at the
Guildhall for President Reagan on his arnival in London from the Moscow
Summit to the Projects Controller and the Projects Assistant attending a live
performance by the rock group Big Country at the Soviet Embassy. The
Association has also received many visitors. both Soviet and British, at its
headquarters. Apart from those mentioned later. these include the Mayor of
Kiev and the new British Ambassador. Sir Roderic Braithwaite. prior to his
taking up his post in Moscow.

During the month of October the City of Birmingham was host to a Soviet
Festival, the first part of an exchange of “Weeks™ under Association auspices.,
forming part of an inter-governmental agreement signed during the Prime
Minister’s visit to Moscow in April 1987. The second part will be a British
Festival in Kiev in the summer of 1990. A delegation of Soviet VIPs led by the
Deputy Prime Minister of the RSFSR. Leonid Gorshkoy, attended the opening
of the Festival. Also present were Lt General Vladimir Shatalov and Professor
Svyatoslav Fyodorov (see also Science). Vsevolod Ovchinnikov, Pravda
Political Observer. Professor Zoya Zarubina, Vice-President of the USSR-
Great Britain Society, Oleg Ivanitsky. Vice-President of the Union of Soviet
Societies for Friendship with Foreign Countries (SSOD). Nikolai Gubienko.
Artistic Director of the Taganka Theatre, Larissa Vassilieva. poetess. and Mark
Taimanov. chess master.

The following exhibitions from the Soviet Union were included in the
Festival: Restoration of Museum Treasures. Space Research, Children’s Art
and Painters of Soviet Russia. Other activities included a trade forum involving
the British-Soviet Chamber of Commerce and Birmingham Chamber of
Industry and Commerce. a fashion show *by Soviet designers from the
Leningrad Fashion House which was staged in a central department store, over
thirty simultaneous chess matches at the Council House and local schools. the
showing of Soviet films at city cinemas. a telebridge between audiences in
Birmingham and Kiev and performances in the city centre by a music and dance
group from Zaporozhye. Birmingham's Soviet twin city.

Some members of the delegation also spent a few days in London and
enjoyed the hospitality of the Association. including meetings arranged for
them at Parliament and the Foreign Office.

The Association marked the Millennium of Christianity in Russia by
inviting two distinguished speakers to address members. In February
Metropolitan Anthony of Sourozh of the Cathedral of the Assumption and All
Saints addressed the Annual General Meeting of the Association
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and in October the Archbishop of Canterbury, who is also a Vice-President of
the Association, spoke about his visit to the USSR in June for the Millennium

celebrations.

The Association’s Scottish Branch arranged an eight-strong church
delegation led by the Bishop of Edinburgh, the Right Reverend Richard
Holloway. and accompanied by the Branch’s Chairman. Lt Cdr Dairmid Gunn.
T'he aim of the visit was to convey the good wishes of the Scottish Episcopal
Church to the Russian Orthodox Church on the occasion of its thousandth
anniversary. Various meetings took place as well as visits to Zagorsk, Vladimir
and Yaroslavl

One of the most successful events this year was a colloquium on criminal
law hosted and organised by the Association, in cooperation with barrister and
Association member Brian Wrobel. and held at 14 Grosvenor Place. The Soviet
delegation consisted of members of the Institute of State and Law. and was led
by Deputy Director of the Institute, Professor Valery Savitsky. with Dr Igor
Petrukhin. Dr Alexander Larin, Professor Evelina Melnikova and Vladimir
Entin. Various members of the British legal profession attended the sessions
held over four mornings, including the Lord Chief Justice, Shadow Chancellor
John Smith OC MP. and a number of solicitors and barristers. The range of
topics discussed was vast and the lively discussion demonstrated the genuine
desire of the Soviet delegation to understand and implement in the Soviet
Union certain aspects of the British legal system. Visits were also arranged to
Crown and Magistrates” Courts. the Old Bailey. Grays Inn. Hammersmith
Police Station and Wormwood Scrubs. The delegation had an informal
discussion with members of the Parliamentary Human Rights Group at the
House of Commons and met people from the legal profession unable to attend
the colloquium sessions at a reception held by the Law Society and at lunches
and dinners hosted by the Association.

I'he lawyer and investigative journalist Arkady Vaksberg visited Britain
in February as a guest of the Association. Mr Vaksberg's stamina was put to the
test as his request to visit Glasgow. Manchester, Birmingham and Cambridge
as well as London in less than a week was fulfilled. Intensive one-day
programmes were arranged by our local representatives enabling professionals
in both journalism and law to meet him for discussions in these two areas. which
are most certainly at the forefront of perestroika in the Soviet Union. The
Association would like to thank representatives Martin Dewhirst (Glasgow),
Philip Radcliffe (Manchester), Professor Tony Briggs (Birmingham) and Kitty
Stidworthy (Cambridge). for their help.

In January the Association hosted a visit to the UK by the editor of Novy
Mir. Sergei Zalygin, accompanied by his wife and Vladimir Stabnikov from the
Union of Writers of the USSR. As Mr Zalygin is also a prominent
environmentalist it was thought appropriate that he should spend a week
outside London. Mr and Mrs Zalygin first travelled to South Wales with the
Projects Controller. where the programme included a visit to a farm in the
Brecon Beacons. specifically requested by Mr Zalygin. and a reception in
Swansea for local members to meet him which was also attended by the Lord
Mayor of Swansea. On the way to Exeter, the Archdeacon of Wells hosted a tea
party for the group which then attended Evensong at Wells Cathedral. After a
relaxing weekend in Exeter at the home of Dr Roger Cockrell and Mrs
Cockrell, both Association members, the Zalygins went on to Bristol where
they were the guests of Bristol University. Back in London Mr Zalygin was able
to meet publishers and writers as well as members of the House of Commons
Environment Select Committee. University Russian departments in Swansea,
Bristol and London as well as members of the Association were privileged to
hear Mr Zalygin talk frankly about literature and perestroika. Towards the end
of the visit the Director took Mr and Mrs Zalygin to Oxford for the day. After
a lunch hosted by the Association’s Oxford representative, they called to see
Lydia Pasternak Slater (see photo on page 14), sister of Boris Pasternak. whose
novel Dr Zhivago had just been published for the first time in the USSR by Mr:
Zalygin. This highly successful visit could not have been achieved without the
efforts of Association representatives Gareth Williams (South Wales), Dr
Derek Offord (South West) and David Elliott (Oxford).
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In May the Association hosted the London leg of a visit from another
eminent figure in the literary world, Fazil Iskander (see photo on page 15). who
was in Britain under Durham, Edinburgh and Glasgow University auspices
During his short visit Mr Iskander spent an evening at the Association giving a
recital of his poems and talking about literature in the Soviet Union to an
audience of members and guests. The Association was also pleased to host in
December a talk on publishing in the Soviet Union by writer/journalist Arkady
Vaksberg, who was visiting Britain privately. Our representative in Cambridge.,
Kitty Stidworthy, gave a lunch reception for the writer Andrei Bitov during his
visit to Cambridge under British Council auspices

The Association also organised visits for British writers to the Soviet
Union. In May the Projects Controller took a group of British writers to the
Soviet Union at the invitation of the Union of Writers of the USSR. The group
comprised Paul Bailey, Alan Bennett, Christopher Hope. Timothy Mo. Craig
Raine and Sue Townsend. Apart from round table discussions with Soviet
writers, visits to publishers were arranged as well as a reading by the writers
from their own books to an audience of students at Moscow State University
The group also visited Lvov and Orel and met local writers. In September the
group came to the Association to answer questions on the trip from an audience
of members and guests.

Also in September the Scottish Branch of the Association arranged for
the poet Ron Butlin to visit Moscow. Kiev and Tbilisi as the firstin what is hoped
will be a series of exchanges between Scottish and Soviet poets in conjunction
with the Union of Writers of the USSR. Mr Butlin was accompanied by another
poet. Tom Pow, whose trip was sponsored by the Scottish Arts Council. A
comprehensive programme of recitals and meetings was arranged. principally
with university students. in the three cities. Association staff have also given
advice to other writers intending to travel to the Soviet Union independently
and it was a particular pleasure to be approached by Sir Isaiah Berlin prior to
his first visit to the Soviet Union for over thirty years.

To celebrate the forthcoming centenary of the birth of Anna Akhmatova a
reading of her poetry was given at 14 Grosvenor Place by Sir Dimitri Obolensky
(in Russian) and by Association member and translator of poetry Richard
McKane and actor and playwright Margaret Robertson (in English). The
Association also held a lunch reception to mark the publication in English by
Century Hutchinson of Anatoly Rybakov's Children of the Arbat, with Mr and
Mrs Rybakov present themselves as well as Russian-speaking Association
contacts in the literary world. Also well attended was a reception at 14
Grosvenor Place to launch a children’s book Focus on the Soviet Union. written
by Elizabeth Roberts and published by Hamish Hamilton.

In April the Association hosted with BAFTA a visit by a delegation of
television programme-makers from the Soviet Union — a follow-on to the
season of British television in Moscow and Tashkent in 1986. A group of six
people from the world of creative television was selected by the Union of
Cinematographers of the USSR. From Moscow: Yuri Beliankin (writer,
producer and documentary film-maker). Alexander Proshkin (film director and
producer at Mosfilm) and Yuri Bogomolov (television and film critic). From
Tashkent: Gani Rasulev (script-writer and editor-in-chief of Uzbektelefilm)
From Tbilisi: Georgy Levashov-Tumanishvili (film producer) — see photo on
page 14. From Tallinn: Tynis Kask (producer/director). A showing of excerpts
from their work at BAFTA for Association and BAFTA members illustrated a
diversity. originality and boldness that amazed even the best-informed
authorities on Soviet television present. This was followed by questions to the
panel from the audience which resulted in exciting and candid discussion
During their stay some of the group visited television companies in Liverpool.
Manchester and Birmingham to gain knowledge of British television
programming. The organisation of this year’s event was helped enormously by
the efforts of Terry Doyle, Executive Committee Member of the Association
and BBC television producer. Peter Fiddick Media Editor of The Guardian.
and Elizabeth Roberts.

The Association gave financial support to the National Film Theatre to
enable it to bring to the UK a group of Soviet film directors whose films had
been previously banned and to screen a selection of them. The directors were
Kira Muratova, Alexander Sokurov and Andrei Smirnov. Later in the year the
Association gave a private showing of Tengiz Abuladze’s Repentance to a full
house of Association members.




In May/June the Chairman ol the Scottish Branch of the Association and
the Assistant Secretary, Meg Luckins, took a nineteen-strong delegation to
Moscow. Riga. Vilnius and Tallinn. The group travelled as tourists but a
programme of visits and mecetings was arranged beforehand by the Scottish
Branch in conjunction with USSR-Great Britain Society branches in all the
cities visited. The group consisted of people interested in arts, graphics, crafts
cte. and professional programmes were arranged for them in all four cities. The
theatrical sub-group most successfully achieved the aim of establishing contacts
in theatre in the Baltic Republics to build on for future export of British theatre.
More contacts were made and some rekindled at the Edinburgh Festival during
which the Scottish Branch provided assistance and entertainment for the Soviet
participants. Several Association members in Scotland also offered hospitality
to the visitors. The Assistant Secretary took one of the visitors, the playwright
Alexander Gelman, and his wife to Perth Theatre to meet Joan Knight,
Director of the Theatre (and also one of the members of the theatrical
delegation to the Baltics referred to above), and to see a performance of Jesus
Christ. Superstar. Mr Gelman and his wife also stayed in London for a few days
at the home of the Director, who, among other outings, took them to the
Notting Hill Carnival (see photo on page 14).

I'he Association was called upon for advice particularly in the early
planning stages of a visit by a group of drama students from the Moscow Arts
Theatre. The visitors, hosted by IFTA (International Federation for Training in
the Arts) came to train and perform at the Royal Shakespeare Company.
Financial support was given by the Association to the Almeida Festival to
provide hospitality for the composers Vyacheslav Artyomov. Elena Firsova and
Dmitri Smirnov, who were in Britain for performances of their works in the

Almeida Festival. In April the British premiere of Stars of the Morning Sky was
performed in Glasgow by the Maly Dramatic Theatre of Leningrad. During
their stay in Glasgow the Association’s representative, Mr Martin Dewhirst,
arranged hospitality for the cast.

The Soviet VIP delegation to the Soviet Week in Birmingham included an
eye-surgeon and an astronaut. Very much in the public eye at the moment is
Professor Svyatoslav Fyodorov, whose pioneering work in the field of eye
microsurgery, as well as his ‘conveyor-belt” technique of operating on patients,
has won him world-wide recognition. During his stay in Birmingham he
performed several operations at Selly Oak Hospital including one on Professor
Tony Briggs. Professor Fyodorov, who is also President of the USSR-Great
Britain Society. spoke to Association members at 14 Grosvenor Place about
how perestroika has helped him to develop successfully the functioning of his
clinic on a profit-making and profit-sharing basis. The other distinguished
scientist on the team was Lt General Vladimir Shatalov, Commander of the
space training centre Star City, and himself an experienced cosmonaut. Lt
General Shatalov described how Star City operates to the audience attending
the Open Forum session at Birmingham University. In London, the
Association arranged for him to visit the Mullard Space Laboratory at
Holmbury St Mary, Surrey. and the British National Space Centre, London.
The Royal Aeronautical Society hosted a lunch in his honour and the Royal
Society held a meeting for discussions with professionals in his field, including
the Director of Jodrell Bank. Sir Francis Graham-Smith. N

In May Madame Valentina Tereshkova (see photo on page 14) was the
guest of honour at a lunch held at 14 Grosvenor Place. Madame Tereshkova.,
who was the first woman in space, is Chairman of the Union of Friendship
Societies, a deputy to the USSR Supreme Soviet and a member of the Central
Committee of the CPSU. The last time she visited the Association was in 1964
when Lord Attlee, the Association’s President at the time, hosted a reception
for her. The Scottish Branch also held a reception in her honour this year while
she was in Edinburgh.




Earlier in the year the Association gave an evening reception, to which
members were invited. for a group of Soviet scientists participating in the
second UK-USSR Symposium on High Energy Lasers under Imperial
College and Royal Society auspices. In September Nikolai Vereshchagin,
the leading Soviet expert on mammoths. was in Britain on a private visit
Prior to calling at the Association. he was accompanied on a visit to the
Linnaean Society at the Royal Academy by the Projects Assistant, who acted
as interpreter during a guided tour of the collections.

In April the Association arranged for Ursula Vaughan Williams to travel
to Lenmingrad at the invitation of the All-Union Musical Society to attend three
Soviet premieres of her husbands symphonies. During one of these
performances Mrs Vaughan Williams recited the words of a song she had
written and which her husband had set to music. while Gennady

Rozhdestvensky read the Russian translation

Later in the year Russian-speaking members came to the Association to
hear a talk by Dr Viktor Borovsky on the life of Fyodor Chaliapin to mark the
publication of his book entitled Chaliapin — A Critical Biography. Over the year
the Director and Mrs Roberts have entertained Sergei Leiferkus. baritone with
the Kirov opera. and his wife during his visits to Britain for his debut recital at
the Wigmore Hall and for performances at the ENO and Opera North

The artist Boris Birger (see photo on page 15). who is best known for his
portraits of Soviet intelligentsia. was a guest of the Association in February. An
exhibition of his paintings was shown at the Museum of Modern Art, Oxford.
arranged by David Elliott, Director of the Museum and the Association’s
representative in Oxford, and a reception was held there for local members
with Mr Birger present. He also gave a talk at 14 Grosvenor Place about the
effect of perestroika on art in the Soviet Union.

In the present climate of glasnost there has been a marked increase of
interest in the Association’s well-stocked library and in the number and varnety
of queries received. from primary school projects and tourist enquiries to
scholarly research on such topics as modern Soviet theatre. art. the Republics
of the Soviet Union, law and education. New bilingual computer technology is
proving to be a great asset to the library and has considerable potential for
future expansion. Conservation work on a number of items in the library’s
collections has been given attention during the year. The hibrary continues to
receive a wide variety of Soviet newspapers and periodicals and to acquire both
newly-published books and other books of interest. The Association would like
to record once again its gratitude to members and others who have donated
books and other items to the library in the past year.

In particular, the Association is grateful to Lady Soames, who has most
thoughtfully donated the medal presented to her mother. Mrs Winston
Churchill, in Moscow in May 1945 in recognition of her work as founder of the
British Red Cross Aid to Russia Fund. Lady Soames has also given the
Association the Victory Brooch presented by Svetlana Stalina to Sarah
Churchill when they both accompanied their fathers to the Yalta Conference in
February 1945




T'he journal was published three times this year and the following is a brief
résumé of the articles which appeared.

April issue: An edited transcript of Academician Abel Aganbegyan’s
lecture at Chatham House in November 1987. Academician Aganbegyan is a
senior adviser to Mikhail Gorbachev on economic policy, and his lecture was
given under Association auspices. Peter Hill, Political Correspondent, BBC,
described a visit to the USSR made by leading British journalists, also under
Association auspices. Michael Frayn's article related how his play Noises Off
was produced and received in Moscow and Claire Coltsmann wrote about the
first performances by Western drama students in Lithuania and Latvia. Dr
Muriel Heppell contributed a scholarly article, The Baptism of Rus, which
traced the development of Christianity in Kiev and Moscow and untangled the
confusions that surround it. Professor Marcus Wheeler’s article Awaiting the
Millennium examined the contemporary relationship between Church and
State, which he was able to observe at close quarters as part of a delegation ol
Irish Churchmen invited to Moscow by the Patriarchate.

September issue: The far-reaching consequences of glasnost upon the
Soviet televiewing millions were examined in Peter Fiddick's article which
covered the recent visit by Soviet television and film producers (see also Film
and Television). Ursula Vaughan Williams wrote about the beauty of Imperial
St Petersburg which she observed during her visit in April organised by the
Association (see also Music). David Sulkin’s article described the revived
interest in children’s theatre in the USSR. Katharine Vivian wrote about the
Symposium on Georgian Languages at Tbilisi State University which she
attended. In the year in which Valentina Tereshkova visited the Association,
Daniel Broido, Association member since its early days. wrote about the last
time he attended a reception in honour of this distinguished cosmonaut at the
Association’s Headquarters in 1964 and about how by a strange coincidence he
was able as a result to trace a long-lost friend. Alexander Shouvaloff reviewed
Dr Vikitor Borovsky's biography of Fyodor Chaliapin and David Jackson
reviewed Alan Bird's all-embracing history, Russian Painting.

December issue: Professor Tony Briggs summarised the Soviet Festival in
Birmingham. its participants and events, and in particular his experiences as a
patient of the eye surgeon Professor Fyodorov. Brian Wrobel's article on the
Lawyers’ Colloquium, organised by the Association and involving Soviet jurists
at a very senior level, made clear the finer distinctions between British and
Soviet law (see also Law). Kitty Hunter Blair reviewed The Cinema of Andrei
Tarkovsky by Mark Le Fanu, Terence Garrett reviewed Science and Technology
in the USSR edited by Michael Berry, and John Massey Stewart reviewed One
Day in the Life of the Soviet Union.




I'he Association currently has the support of a nationwide membership
of individuals and organisations interested in various aspects of the USSR The

membership circular continues to be published three times a year giving details

of the lectures, films and receptions it organises for members as well as
information on activities, concerts, exhibitions ete of interest to members
There s also a ‘noticeboard’ section for members™ use. Many of the
Association’s membership evenings have been mentioned clsewhere, The
following is a summary of the others. In March Dr Richard Fisher described
the expedition he led from London via the USSR to Beijing along the ancient
Silk Road in Summer 1987. In June Kathy Berton Murrell gave a talk illustrated
by slides entitled Unknown Moscow based on the ten years she spent living
there. In November the Association hosted a reception for members to meet a
group of Soviet teachers studying at Ealing college

Association members responded to requests in the circular for hospitality
to Soviet students at the Universities of Surrey, Sussex and Leeds, as well as at
Ealing College. The Association continues to  offer complimentary
membership for one year to new graduates in Russian.

ottish Branch

The following talks were arranged by the Scottish Branch: Marshak and
Burns: Reforms. Resistance and Results: A Russian Childhood by Eugenie
Fraser: and Art and Design in the Republics. The Third Shotlandia Annual
Lecture was delivered this year by the Bishop of Edinburgh. Throughout the
year excursions to theatres and concerts were arranged for groups of members
as well as receptions to meet visitors from the Soviet Union, particularly during
the Edinburgh Festival and at the beginning of the academic year. when an
informal gathering was organised for members to meet Soviet teachers working
and living in various parts of Scotland

Apart from activity mentioned elsewhere, Branch staff entertained at
home a variety of Soviet visitors to Scotland including a Lithuanian children’s
writer, Violetta Palchinskaite, and Professor Yuri Levin from Leningrad, the
expert on Ossian. Representing the Association. staff were invited 1o
receptions for visiting dignitaries. including Madame Tereshkova and the
Mavyor of Kiev. The Chairman presided over a seminar at the Institute of Soviet
and East European Studies. University of Glasgow. entitled Gorbachev's
Reforms and the Future of the Soviet Union, and later gave a short paper on
The Russian Orthodox Church at the Scottish Slavonic Seminar in St Andrew’s
University.

Welsh Branch

The Association’s Welsh Branch arranged the following talks for
members: My Russian Relatives by Donald Swann. The USSR in Africa by
Ronald Watts. The Marco Polo Expedition by Dr Richard Fisher, The Royal
Parks of St Petersburg by Peter Hayden. and Literature and Politics in
Gorbachev’s Russia by Dr David Gillespie. A showing of the Pushkin Trilogy.
three animated films by Andrei Khrzhanovsky. was arranged as well as a
I'L'CL'P“UH for members to meet an L'\Ch.'lﬂji( gl()lllﬁ of young PCUPIL‘ from
Voroshilovgrad.

Northern Ireland Branch

The Northern Ireland Branch arranged various talks for local members
including Perestroika in the Soviet Media by Dr Brian McNair of the University
of Ulster and The Armenian-Azerbaijani Conflict by Dr Tamara Dragadze of
SOAS. London
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1988 1987
FIXED ASSETS £ £
Fangible assets 6,797 3.981
Investment 1,528 1.528

8325  5.509
CURRENT ASSETS
Debtors 1,770 2.892
Cash atbank and in hand 112 17,309

1,882 20,201

CREDITORS: amounts falling due 3428  19.754
within one year —

NET CURRENT (LIABILITIES)/ASSETS 1.546) 447

TOTAL ASSETS LESS CURRENT LIABILITIES 6,779 5,956

Financed by:
CAPITAL AND RESERVES

Income and expenditure account

3.779
Maintenance reserve 3.000

6,779

These accounts were approved by the Executive Committee on 16th
November 1988

Sir Curtis Keeble GCMG Chairman

G F N Reddaway CBE Hon Treasurer

We have audited the financial statements in accordance with
approved auditing standards

In our opinion the financial statements, which have been prepared

under the historical cost convention. give a true and fair view of the state of

the Association’s affairs at 31st March 1988 and of the excess Income over

Expenditure and source and application of funds for the year ended on that
date. and comply with the Companies Act 1985

GANE JACKSON SCOTT

CHARTERED ACCOUNTANTS

62 DOUGHTY STREET

16th November 1988 LONDON WCIN 2L.O




1988
i
INCOME
Main grant 116.000
Supplementary grants 32 833
British Council subvention

Subscriptions. donations and other income received
Bank interest and investment income less tax

165,299

HEADQUARTERS EXPENDITURE

Salaries and National Insurance

Pension scheme

Rents. rates, insurance, heating and cleaning

Repairs and maintenance

Postage and mailing

Printing and stationery

T'elephone and telex 43 8
Iravel and subsistence i T4
Leasing of office equipment i 2.839
Sundries 3.087 426
Audit fee for year 600
Depreciation - office equipment 793
Legal and professional (169)

103,770

DIRECT EXPENDITURE ON PROJECTS

CSCE implementation R 31.492
Other (branches. entertaining, library.

lectures. publishing) 562 15483

46.975

EXCESS OF INCOME OVER EXPENDITURE 2 2.909
FORTHE YEAR




SCOTTISH BRANCH
Chairman
Secretary

Glasgow representative:

WELSH BRANCH
Chairman
Secretary

North Wales representative

Gwent representative

NORTHERN IRELAND BRANCH
Chairman
Secretary

BIRMINGHAM

Professor ADP Briggs

Dept of Russian Language &
Literature

University of Birmingham

Birmingham BIS 2TT

CAMBRIDGE
Mrs K Stidworthy
71 Barton Road
Cambridge CB3 9LG
LEEDS
Mr C Johnson
Corner Garth
16 West Park Crescent
Leeds LSS 2HK
LIVERPOOL
Dr J Davies
14 Larkhill Lane
| Freshfield
§ Liverpool L37 LY
MANCHESTER
Mr P Radcliffe
Director of Communications
University of Manchester
Oxford Road
Manchester M13 9PL

Lt Cdr Dairmid Gunn RN (rtd)
Elizabeth Smith (to 31/12/88)
Meg Luckins (from 1/1/89)

4 Bruntshield Crescent
Edinburgh EHI104HD

Martin Dewhirst

57 Cecil Street

Glasgow G 12 8SRW

Sir Goronwy Danicl KCVO CB
Gareth Williams

Deptof Russian

University College of Swansea
Singleton Park

Swansea SA2 8PP

Gareth Jones

I Penrhos Drive

Bangor, Gwynedd

Elaine Dalziel

Zelenogorsk

6 Commercial Road
Machen, Newport NP1 SNA

Her Grace the Duchess of Abercorn
Professor M C Wheeler

Dept Slavonic Studies

I'he Queen’s University of Belfast
Belfast BT7 INN

NORTH EAST

Mr S Le Fleming

7 Albert Street
Durham DHI 4RL
NOTTINGHAM

Dr J Muckle

School of Education
The University
Nottingham NG7 2RD
OXFORD

Dr C C L Andreyev
Christ Church,
Oxford OX1 IDP
SHEFFIELD

Mr A G Waring

Dept Russian & Slavonic Studies
University of Sheffield
Sheffield S10 2TN
SOUTH WEST

Dr D Offord

Russian Studies
University of Bristol
17 Woodland Road
Bristol BS8 ITE




Student member (full-time only):

Ordinary member, London area (includes Central London,
Beds. Berks, Bucks. Essex. Herts, Hants, Kent, Middlesex.
Oxon, Surrey and East and West Sussex.

Single member:

Married couple:

Ordinary member not falling into above categories.
Single member:
Married couple:

Member representing an educational establishment, charity,
institute or other non-commercial organisation.

Corporate member:

For application form, apply to The Great Britain-USSR Association,

14 Grosvenor Place, London SW1X 7THW. Tel: 01-235-2116

9.00
10.00

5.00
6.00

20.00

150.00




The World’s No.1 translation company.
TRANSLATION in 80 languages — specialist
translators for legal, commercial,

technical and professional fields.
One hour telex and fax service.

TYPESETTING  in 700 typefaces and over 40 languages.
Design, artwork and print.

INTERPRETING from private meetings to international
conferences — equipment supplied.

EXECUTIVE in company courses
LANGUAGE
TRAINING

For advice and a free quotation ring: 01-240 5361
<

Interlingua TTI Limited
Imperial House

15-19 Kingsway
y l London WC2B 6UU
Fax: 01-240 5364

NEWCASTLE @

® LEEDS -
® \IANCHESTER
® NOTTINGHAM ‘

' BIRMINGHAM .. NEC

] LONDON @ 4
Mo BRISTOL CROYDON @
EAST @

GRINSTEAD

Member
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Association

Overseas offices: USA, Canada, France, Germany, Hong Kong, Translation
Singapore, Spain, Switzerland. SR




PRINT

PRESENTATIONS

ILLUSTRATIONS Ohe

TECHNICAL

COSMETICS

PRODUCT

(RECTION

ARTWORK

CORPORATE

IDENTITIES

PRODUCT

CATALOGUES

EXHIBITION

DESIGN

Has the time come for a
reassessment of your
company's image?

How does it compare to
that of your competitors?

From time to time
successful businesses need
to update their image — this
may mean a subtle

alteration to a house style or

a full-blown redesign of all

your literature.

Prime has an enviable
reputation for providing an
imaginative, skilful design
service backed by
comprehensive photo-
typesetting and studio
facilities.

A few minutes of your
time could be well spent
talking to us about your
design needs.

Everybody needs to
impress clients. We impress
ours so that they can
impress theirs.

AUDID  VISUAL PRESENTATIONS SLIDE  PRODUCTION
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LENINGRAD

ELLESMERE
LONDON
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 Served by the Joint service Baltic Shipping
Company and United Baltic Corporation Ltd.

~ Served ‘by the Joint service Latvian Shipping
Company and United Baltic Corporation Ltd.

Served by the Joint service Balltic Shipping
Company, Latvian Shipping Company Ltd. and
United Baltic Corporation Ltd.

e For further details please contact:
{3.Y\ ANGLO SOVIET SHIPPING CO.
\ ! [
Q=D

10 Lloyds Avenue London EC3N 3DA Telephone: 01-488 1399
Telex: 889066/7 Telefax: 01-481 3359




BCECTOPOHHAA
HCIIBITATEVIBHA A
TEXHIHKA
PALOTAET B
BALITNX
HHTEPECAX

flumomanca Gonee cronetua Tomy nasan waoOperaTenem
NEpBOro B Mupe annasosmerpa, gpupma Opya ceroamn ocHopHan MeA Ty
HapamHans cHna n 00 12CTH ABHIATEALHOR UCIHTATEILHOR TEXHHKH,
nocsAaKIan "'rl" CAMHM XOPOIHM NPALYKIIHH, TEXHUKE W CepBUCY
LLInpokoe pasuooGpasue HENWTATENLHMX CPEACTB 1A PAa

PHHKOB, BKJOTAA aBHALIMONIKA, CYAOBOA, aBTOMOOH/ILIHA,
NPOMHLLIEHHIA, 0OOPOHIKA, HENPepPUBIAN POrPaMma
KalHTANOBNOKCHHA, HCCIeJ0BaHA U pa 1|hlr}411)\|1. 4 TaKAe CTPOrun
KOHTPOIb 110 KaYecTsy W IpHMEHEHe
NOCICAHHX A0CTHACHHA HAYKH W
TEXHHKH BCE CIIYAAT YOHICHHEM
HAWero oG3aTeLCTi
00ec NETHBATE Han1yuLee,
Boasoxnocr oGveannenin
BEJTIOYA10T
*[poexruposanne 1
uarotoprienye amna- 8 {
MOMETPOB LA < e
ABHTATENCR 1
asToMoGH1eA ‘ mm,-,,.v--
*Cucremu b ¢ - -
yipasienis
HCTIHTATE LHEMH
crenaamu, cGopa
TANHEX M T1dBUEX

JBM.
*CHCTEMH MQIETHPOBARIA, NPOFPAMMHOIO OGECTEYeHHA 1 ONepaTHBILE
CHCTEMH.
*Marpamiue nenuramua. *Tlpoext «nax kioa”

Jonoanurensine cpeacrsa gupmu Opya BKAOYAKT MPEBOCXATIYI0
TEXHHYECKYIO TOMOIIL H CepBIC, OOYTEeNHE HA HALIEM 3ABAIE W Ha MecTe

B 2eACTBATEALHOCTH, BCE CPEACTBA, CEPBHCHOE TEXHHIECKOE YMERHE,
KOTOpHE MOAHO OKMIATE OT NEPEIOBOr0 MHPOBOTO OGLEAMHERHA 110
TEXHOJNOTHH HCIKTAHHA ABHIATENEA

3a J0NOTHATETEHOA HHPOPMALHER 110 BCECTOPOHHER TeXHONOrHH
dupm Dpya no HCMWTAHUIO ABUFATEAEA W O TOM, KAK 3Ta MOKET
paGotate B Bawmx untepecax npocum cerams K Ham oOpaliathea

Froude Consine Limited,
Gregory's Bank, Worcs,
England WR3 BAD.
Telephone: 0905 27166 u F
Fax: 0905 28162 rou e
Telex: 339637 =




Moscow Duty Free at Sheremetyevo Il.
Established by Aerofirst, a unique joint venture
between Aeroflot and Aer Rianta Shannon.
Officially opened in May 1988, it has already
entered the elite ranks of the world's top Duty Free
... for value and growth.

Recipient of the prestigious “Airport Retailer of the
Year” trophy at the 1988 Frontier Markefing
Awards in Cannes.

Shortly it will become one of the first irportsinthe / Iy |
world to offer Duty Free shopping to arrivals
passengers as well.

Moscow Duty Free has really taken off.

THE BfEs VALUE

IN EUROPE

-




Our technology knows no frontiers.

77
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APV is the undisputed leader in supplying production line making. From cereals and snacks to dairy, brewing and soft
machinery and equipment to the food and drink industries — drinks. From initial ingredient specification to final packaging

worldwide. ¢\ Furthermore, we believe that the current o\ We also have a unique combination of process knowledge

programme of perestroika in the Soviet Union presents us and engineering design skills. And we can take responsibility
with significant additional opportunities. And we have for entire production lines — including computerised controls
already established a fully staffed office in Moscow. A Our where necessary. &\ For more

experience in the food and drink industries is comprehensive. information please contact \

From biscuitand bread baking to chocolate and confectionery us at the address below. . A PV

World leaders in process technology.

APV plc, 2 Lygon Place, London SW1W 0JR. Tel: 01-730 7244, Telex: 925465, Fax: 01-730 2660.
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PRODRILL

DRILLING SERVICES

PRODRILL offer Drilling and Petroleum

Consultancy Services for Worldwide
Offshore and Land Operations.

PRODRILL’S objective is to offer to Oil Companies of all sizes, the
Services of a back-up Drilling Department, which they can call upon at any
time to work in any part of the world.

All projects receive the same quality of individual attention,
no matter how large or small

PRODRILL Services Include
PREPARATION OF DRILLING/WORKOVER PROGRAMMES
SUPERVISION OF DRILLING/WORKOVER OPERATIONS
PREPARATION AND SUPERVISION OF WELL-TESTING PROGRAMMES
PREPARATION AND EVALUATION OF BIDS/CONTRACTS
SELECTION OF EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES
SPECIALIST ENGINEERING STUDIES
DESIGN AND SUPERVISION OF SUB SEA EQUIPMENT INSTALLATION

PRODRILL is a company with the manpower and resources to offer
clients experienced, dedicated, professional personnel tailored to their
individual requirements. All services are offered in complete confidence.

Contact us at our Aberdeen Office for a detailed Brochure or to
discuss your specific requirements, for UK or Overseas
Operations, on:-

PRODRILL LTD
13 Bon Accord Square
Aberdeen AB1 2D]J
Telephone: (0224) 210124
Telex: 739411 PRODRL G
Fax: (0224) 210134
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The Barry Martin
oviet Package

Choose from any or all of these services:
Visas Exhibitions
Travel Advertising
Accommodation Public Relations
Freight Forwarding Consultancy
Warehousing Publications
Barry Martin Group — specialists for two decades n travel, trade
promotion and business services for exporters to the

Soviet Union. Originators and organisers of exhibitions and
trade missions throughout the Soviet Union.

London: Moscow: New York: Stockholm:
Barry Martin Travel, Barry Martin Travel, BMT Inc. BMT Scandinavia,
Suite 343 Linen Hall,  Hotel Mezhdunarodnaya-Il 19 West Streer, Vesterkrounen 6,
162 Regent Street, Room 940, 34¢h Floor, 181 34 Oidingoe,
London WIX IRA Moscow USSR NY 10004, Stackholm, Sweden
Tel:01 439 1271 Tel: 253 2940 New York, USA Tel: 87654590
Fax: 01 434 0813 Fax:253937%4 Tel: 212422 009 Fax: 8 765 5990
Telex: 21847 BMTCCT  Telex: 413197 Telex: 4952650 Telex: 14400




Designed and printed under the supervision of
Barry Martin Communications Ltd
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10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWIA 2AA

From the Private Secretary

19 April 1989

>/c<—-5\

EXPULSION OF MEMBERS OF THE
SOVIET AND CZECH EMBASSIES

The Prime Minister talked to the Director-General of
the Security Service this evening about the proposed
expulsion of members of the Soviet Embassy.

The Director-General confirmed that the level of KGB
and GRU activity remained high and the case for expulsions
remained as strong as_EVE?T_Sin addition, there was
evidence, which would shortly be submitted to the Foreign
Secretary and Home Secretary, of unacceptable activity by
Czech intelligence in the United Kingdom. The Security
Service would be recommending the expulsion of a number of
members of the Czech Embassy.

The Prime Minister recalled that she had agr=ed to
action against the Soviet Embassy some 4 to 6 weeks after
Mr. Gorbachev's visit to the Unitad Kingdom. There could be
distinct advantages to taking action against the Czech
Embassy at the same time, to avoid two separate incidents.
In deciding the precise timing we should have regard to
other international events. It would be desirable to act
beggye the NATO Summit, to show that our resolve had not
weakened. Another consideration was the timing of
Mr. Gorbachev's visit to the FRG: action by us on the eve of
this visit might convey a useful message. She would like to
see the arguments set out. The Director-General made the
point that his Service would,

—

The Prime Minister confirmed her preference for
handling the expulsions as discrestly as possible, so that
the Russians were at least given the option of avoiding
public recrimination and a major row in our relations.
Again, she would like to see recommendations on how this
might be achieved.

SECRET AND PERSONAL
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I am copying this letter to Philip Mawer (Home Office)
and to the Director-General of the Security Service.

C. D. POWELL

Stephen Wall, Esqg.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office

SECRET AND PERSONAL
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10 DOWNING STREET

LONDON SWIA 2AA
From the Private Secretary 18 April 1989

Doass SO,

PRIME MINISTER'S MEETING WITH THE
SOVIET DEPUTY FORRIGN MINISTER

The Prime Minister had a short talk with the Soviet Deputy
Foreign Minister, Mr. Petrovsky, before the opening of the
CSCE Information Forum this morning.

Mr. Petrovsky said that he brought warm greetings from
Mr. Gorbachev who wished to confirm officially his invitation
to the Prime Minister to visit the Soviet Union in 1990. At
the same time he was instructed to say that the Soviet
authorities agreed to the holding of a British Week in Kiev
in 1990, and Mr. Gorbachev would be happy to go there to meet
the Prime Minister.

The Prime Minister said that this was very good news.
She thought a regular dialogue was to the benefit of both
Governments. Mr. Gorbachev's visit to Britain had been very
much appreciated and aroused enormous interest. She had
reported the results to Cabinet and her report had been very
positively received. She hoped that the friendly and
constructive relationship which had developed between them
would help Mr. Gorbachev through difficult times while he was
trying to achieve great things in the Soviet Union. She was
grateful for the invitation for 1990 which she accepted with
pleasure.

Mr. Petrovskv said that Mr. Gorbachev's visit had also been
rated highly in the Soviet Union. There had been a special
Politburo meeting shortly after Mr. Gorbachev's return. at which
the results of the visit had been discussed. The conclusion
reached was that relations with Britain had greatly improved
not just in spirit but also in substance.

Mr. Petrovskv referred to the aims of the T.ondon Information
Forum. The Soviet Union intended to help achieve a positive
outcome bv words and deeds. The Prime Minister said that she
hoped the meeting would take further steps going beyond what had
been agreed at Vienna. Mr. Petrovsky said there was now a new
quality to East/West dialogue and the Soviet Government was
optimistic about the prospects for progress in the conventional
force reduction negotiations. They were looking closely at
NATO's proposals; and while they did not agree with all of them
they saw a chance to move forward.

CONFIDENTIAL
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There was a brief discussion of the significance of the
elections in the Soviet Union and of developments in Georcia.

It was agreed to tell the press that the Prime Minister
had received Mr. Gorbachev's message expressing pleasure with
his visit. Both sides wished to establish a continuous dialogue
at the hicghest level and in that spirit Mr. Gorbachev had
invited the Prime Minister to visit the Soviet Union in 1930,
with both leaders going to Kiev. The Prime Minister had
accepted the invitation. She had also expressed her gratitude
for Mr. Gorbachev's message of syvmpathy following the tragedyv
at Hillsborough in Sheffield.

I am copying this letter to Brian Hawtin (Ministry of Defence),
Alex Allan (HM Treasury), Neil Thornton (Department of Trade
and Industry) and Trevor Woolley (Cabinet Office).

2@\1\/—7 \/‘\"’\’U"“)\’\/

e
—
-

(C. D. POWELL)

Stephen Wall, Esq.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.

CONFIDENTIAL




PRIME MINISTER

MEETING WITH THE SOVIET DEPUTY FOREIGN MINISTER

You are to have a very brief meeting with the Soviet Deputy

Foreign MiniEEEE_gt the Conference Centre before you openflhe

égagkfhgorgation Forum. Mr. Petrovsky has an oral message for

ybu from Mr. Gorbachev.

I understand that there are three parts to the message:
he is instructed to give you an account of the
discussion in the Politburo following Mr. Gorbachev's

return from his visit to Britain;

he will confirm Mr. Gorbachev's invitation to you to

visit the Soviet Union next year;

he will have a concrete proposal about possible dates
and format of next year's meetings which are "very
interesting". I think they may embrace the idea that
you and Mr. Gorbachev would jointly visit the British

Week in Kiev.

Mr. Petrovsky speaks fluent English.

e

CHARLES POWELL

17 April 1989
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CONFIDENTIAL

SOVIET CRITICISM OF LENIN S

As you know, the debate on Soviet history so far has
focussed mainly on Stalin's crimes and the nature of the
Stalinist political system. The advocates of reform like
to represent perestroika as a rejection of Stalinism and
a return to the values and precepts of Lenin. They condemn
Stalinism as a deformation of socialism. However, as glasnost
develops, writers are beginning to step over the fine dividing

line between Stalin and Lenin and suggest that the roots

of the problem lie in the Revolution itself and that Lenin

isTnot exempt.

An article in Sovetskaya Kultura of April last year
fired the first shot. It suggested that Lenin laid the

foundations for Stalin's repressive system by permitting

=
violations of the constitution and legality and an excessive

concentration of power in the hands of the Party. An article

in Novy Mir of last year criticised specific aspects of
Lenin's policies: the economic errors of war communism,
draconian measures against the peasantry, the establishment

of concentration camps and the Red Terror. Another writer,
from the Russian nationalist end of the political spectrum,
explained his refusal to join the anti-Stalin Memorial Society
on the grounds that any monument should commemorate victims

of repression in 1918, 1919 and the early 1920's as well.

In September and October last year a more authorative
article, in Pravda, by two members of the staff of the Institute
e G
of Marxism/Leninism suggested that the origins of Stalin's
command-administrative system could be traced in part to

Lenin's views on socialism expressed in 1917 (but afterwards

abandoned) and the authoritarian aspects of his New Economic

Policy.

CONFIDENTIAL
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The most striking example of this new line of thought

however, is a four-part article in a popular science monthly

by a Dr Alexander Tsipko, a phil%sopher who formerly worked
at the Institute for the Economy of the World Socialist
System and more recently in the Central Committee apparatus,
probably in the International Department under Yakovlev.

Tsipko asks

"Why deceive ourselves and mythologise Stalin and what
he did? Both he and his activities are the outcome

of a revolutionary movement which began long before

Stalin came to power"
- ——

Tsipko goes on to question some of the basic tenets of the

doctrine:

(a) In all countries without exception, including Khomeni's

Iran, "the fight against the market, against money-

commodity Telations, has always led to authoritarianism,

-
to the hegemony of the bureaucratic apparatus".

Marx did not perceive this difficult question since
there was insufficient historical experience to

raise it.

Tsipko questions whether collectivisation and even

the nationalisation of land were really necessary

or constituted progress.

He questions whether "firm guarantees of personal
freedoms and democracy are possible when all members
of society are employed by the proletarian state

and have no independent sources of existence".

He adds "What Stalin offered as socialism was very similar

to the projects outlined by Marx, Engels and Lenin".

CONFIDENTIAL
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In the second part of the same article Tsipko pursues
the theme of doctrinal flaws in Soviet socialism, quoting
Dostoievsky's warning about a society which attempts to
subordinate its whole life to the precepts of an abstract
theory. Long before Stalin the Bolsheviks placed the defence
of the Revolution above traditional concepts of law, democracy
and the highest moral norms. He condems the Red Terror
and the "monstrous tension created by the class approach
in a country where 80% of the population were conceived

as an obstacle on the path to the ideal".

In the third and fourth parts of the article he attacks
the messianism of the Russian revolutionary tradition: "Everything
we are suffering from today is rooted in the neglect of
everyday needs, the needs and concerns of man, of normal
natural life". He cites the Great Leap Forward in China
and observes that Communist experiments which sacrifice
the present to the future and universal morality to Communist

morality lead to nothing but Stalinism.

The official line remains that there is a clear distinction

between the democratic and humane Lenin and the pure ideals

of the October Revolution on the one hand and the later

distortions and excesses under Stalinism on the other.

The chief ideologist, Medvedev, has criticised those who

say "that the commandadministrative system goes back to

Lenin" and has prevented the publication of works by Solzhenitsyn
which include attacks on Lenin. Evidently with Gorbachev's
support, he has decided to protect the one big remaining

taboo. Official reformist lawyers carefully ignore Lenin's

well known contempt for the law and select only those quotations
which can serve as a basis for the "socialist legal state".
Other reformists say that this generation has enough to

do getting rid of Stalinism and that Lenin should be left

to a future generation.

CONFIDENTIAL
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Despite this, it is clear that the tide of enquiry

criticism is moving on and that Lenin is no longer sacrosanct.

problem is that if Lenin's role and the Revolution itself

impugned there will be no historical ground left‘for

Party to stand on.
//’—s

PERCY CRADOCK

CONFIDENTIAL
4




‘ RESTRICTED

157735
MDHIAN 0982

RESTRICTED

FM MOSCOW
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INFO IMMEDIATE LUXEMBOURG

INFO ROUTINE PARIS, BONN, WASHINGTON, UKDEL NATO Pé;"
INFO ROUTINE EAST EUROPEAN POSTS ¢
INFO SAVING OTHER CSCE POSTS

GEORGIA: DISMISSAL OF REPUBLICAN LEADERS
SUMMARY

1. AS REPORTED BY TELEPHONE ON 14 APRIL, A PLENUM OF THE GEORGIAN
PARTY ON THAT DAY ACCEPTED THE RESIGNATION OF PARTY FIRST SECRETARY
PATIASHVILI. THE CHAIRMAN OF THE GEORGIAN COUNCIL OF MINISTERS H AS
ALSO BEEN REPLACED. EMOTIONAL AND SOMBRE PLEA BY SHEVARDNADZE TO THE
GEORGIAN PARTY NOT TO DISRUPT PERESTROIKA.

DETAIL

2. PATIASHVILI HAS BEEN REPLACED AS PARTY SECRETARY BY THE RECENTLY
APPOINTED GEORGIAN KGB CHIEF GIVI GUMBARIDZE. NORDARI CHITANAV, HAS
REPLACED CHKHEIDZE AS CHAIRMAN OF THE COUNCIL OF MINISTERS. THE FATE
OF THE CHAIRMAN OF THE PRESIDIUM OF THE GEORGIAN SUKPREME SOVIET, WHO
HAS ALSO OFFERED TO STEP DOWN, HAS YET TO BE DECIDED.

3. SHEVARDNADZE'S SPEECH TO THE GEORGIAN PLENUM ON 14 APRIL WAS
SHOWN ON TELEVISION, AND WAS PUBLISHED IN THE CENTRAL PRESS ON 16
APRIL. HIS PERSONAL ANGUISH AT EVENTS IN HIS HOME REPUBLIC CAME
THROUGH CLEARLY. IN HIS SPEECH, HE SOUGHT TO EXPLAIN THE REASONS FOR
THE ''BITTER'' DECISION TO REPLACE PATIASHVILI, AND REPEATEDLY LINKED
EVENTS SUCH AS THE GEORGIAN TRAGEDY AND THE FATE OF PERESTROIKA. THE
FOLLOWING ARE SOME OF SHEVARDNADZE'S SALIENT POINTS:

- ON THEIR VISIT TO GEORGIA, HE AND RAZUMOVSKY HAD HAD THE TASK OF
ESTABLISHING THE TEEIB AND ENSURING THAT THERE COULD BE NO REPETITION
OF THIS TRAGEDY. THIS WAS IMPORTANT FOR THE PROCESSES TAKING PLACE
IN THE COUNTRY. THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE TRAGEDY WENT FAR BEYOND
GEORGIA. SO MANY HOPES FOR A BETTER FUTURE THROUGHOUT THE WORLD WERE
RIDING ON PERESTROIKA. NO ONE IN THE WORLD COULD BE INDIFFERENT TO
THREATS TO PERESTROIKA, WHETHER THEY CAME FROM IRRESPONSIBLE PEOPLE

PAGE 1
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WHO TOOK ADVANTAGE OF DEMOCRATISATION AND GLASNOST: OR FROM THOSE
ENTRUSTED WITH VARIOUS DUTIES WHO HAD NOT SHED THE FALSE PRINCIPLES
OF THE PAST.

- SHEVARDNADZE QUOTED AT LENGTH THE REMARKS OF GORBACHEV (''THE
ARCHITECT OF PERESTROIKA'') ABOUT THE DAMAGE DONE IN TBILISI TO THE
INTERESTS OF PERESTROIKA.

- THE "'DIFFICULT DECISION'' (TO REPLACE PATIASHVILI) DEMONSTRATED
ADHERENCE TO THE IDEAS OF DEMOCRACY AND READINESS TO FOLLOW THE
PEOPLE'S WILL. ''"BUT DEMOCRACY WITHOUT SELF-DISCIPLINE IS THE
ESSENCE OF ANARCHY AND FREEDOM WITHOUT RESPONSIBILITY IS SUICIDAL....
EVEN THE BROADEST RIVER HAS BANKS.'' ANY POPULAR MOVEMENT MUST HAVE
ITS LIMITATIONS.

- EVERY PERSON BEARING GUILT FOR 9 APRIL WOULD BE NAMED.

- PATIASHVILI HAD NOT DECIDED ALONE TO USE FORCE AND INTRODUCE THE
CURFEW. MANY OF THOSE NOW CRITICISING HIM HAD CALLED FOR THIS. BUT
HIS RESIGNATION WAS AN EXAMPLE OF THE PERSONAL RESPONSIBILITY WHICH
PERESTROIKA WAS TRYING TO INCULCATE IN EVERY COMMUNIST.

- '"'OUR COUNTRY'' HAD SURVIVED THE STRAINS OF GENERATIONS BY
PRESERVING ITS '"'SPIRITUAL, MORAL AND INTERNATIONAL POTENTIAL. IF WE
DO NOT HAVE THIS, PERESTROIKA WOULD NOT STAND EVEN THE SLIGHTEST
CHANCE OF SUCCESS''.

- IN A CENTRAL PASSAGE OF HIS SPEECH, SHEVARDNADZE HELD OUT THE
PROMISE OF A BETTER FUTURE IF THE CURRENT REFORM PROCESSES COULD BE
CARRIED THROUGH. HE NOTED HOW HE HIMSELF HAD JUST CAST HIS FIRST
EVER VOTE WHICH REQUIRED A CHOICE OF CANDIDATE. HE HAD TAKEN DPART
IN VERY_SHARP DEBATES IN GEORGIA WHICH WOULD NOT HITHERTO HAVE BEEN
POSSIBLE. BUT THE ELEMENTARY READINESS TO HEAR AN OPPONENT'S OPINION
WAS ABSENT, AND SOME VIEWS HAD VERGED HYSTERIA. ''WE ARE STILL FAR
FROM THAT CONDITION, WHICH IS ABSOLUTELY ESSENTIAL FOR. THE
FUNCTIONING OF DEMOCRACY, WHEN EVERY CITIZEN HOLDS DEMOCRFACY DEAR
AND DEFENDS IT.''

- HE THEN ATTACKED UNOFFICIAL GROUPS, MOTIVATED BY CAREERIST AIMS,

WHICH HAD EVEN PUT YOUNG SCHOOL CHILDREN IN THE FRONT RANK OF ILLEGAL
AV SR S

DEMONSTRATIONS .

- THE WORK OF THE REPUBLICAN PARTY WAS CLEARLY INADEQUATE. THE PARTY
HAD NOT TAKEN SUFFICIENT ACCOUNT OF THE BALANCE OF SOCIAL INTERESTS.

PAGE 2
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THERE WAS AN ABNORMAL BARRIER BETWEEN THE PARTY AND A PART OF THE
POPULATION. IT WAS VERY IMPORTANT TO DEVELOP A ''CULTURE OF
DIALOGUE''. THE LOCAL LEADERSHIP HAD NOT LIVED UP TO THE
EXPECTATIONS OF SOCIETY.

- SHEVARDNADZE FOUND IT HARD TO JUSTIFY THE LOCAL PARTY'S DECISION TO
RE§Q&1_IQ_1RQQE§_"AND TO TALK TO THE PEOPLE FROM BEHIND TANKS ARND
ARMOURED PERSONNEL CARR{EBS". THE PARTY HAD ACTED TOO HASTILY,
WITHOUT EXHAUSTING ALTERNATIVE COURSES. BUT HE SPECIFICALLY EXEMPTED
THE LOCAL MILITARY COMMANDER, COLONEL GENERAL RODIONOV, FROM BLAME.
RODIONOV HAD ARGUED AGAINST THE DECISION.

- HE HOPED THE CURFEW COULD BE LIFTED SOON, PERHAPS AS EARLY AS 17
APRIL IF SCHOOLS, UNIVERSITIES AND WORK PLACES RETURNED TO NORMAL
THEN .

4. IN SEPARATE REPORTS, THE PRESS HAVE REPORTED THE DAY OF MOURNING
ON 16 APRIL IN TBILISI, AND CONTINUING TENSION ARISING FROM HOOLIGAN
ELEMENTS AND THE DISTRIBUTION OF PROVOCATIVE LEAFLETS. THE CURFEW IS
CAUSING PROBLEMS IN THE MARKETS. REPRESENTATIVES OF UNOFFICIAL
ORGANISATIONS HAVE BEEN PRESENT AT POST-MORTEMS.

BRAITHWAITE

FCO PSE PASS SAVING OTHER CSCE POSTS
YRYAYAY:
DISTRIBUTION
MAIN 182
.EAST WEST SOVIET AFFAIRS SOVIET D
LIMITED
ADDITIONAL

.EAST WEST SOVIET AFFAIRS

SAVING 34

oTHER escC Posts
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CONFIDENTIAL;

SIR PERCY CRADOCK

VISIT TO MOSCOW

The Prime Minister would have no objection

in principle to your proposed visit to Moscow.
But you will recall that certain decisions
are to be taken in about a month's time

which could make a visit less opportune

and less welcome to the Soviet side, at

least in the short term.

(C. D. POWELL)
12 April 1989

CONFIDENTIAL




CONFIDENTIAL

PRIME MINISTER

VISIT TO MOSCOW

Rodric Braithwaite, our Ambassador in Moscow, has suggested
that I might make a short visit to Moscow later this year.

He thinks it could help the work of the Embassy in opening

one or two doors and assist in our understanding of Soviet
policies and the way in which the Soviet leadership receives

co-ordinated advice on foreign affairs, security and defence.

I should be happy to go on this basis, though I do
.  [—— / .
not overestimate my ability to cast light in dark places.
Whether highly revealing or not, however, a visit at the

present time would be fascinating.
—_—

I would of course go in my capacity as your Foreign

Affairs Adviser.

I do not think we should seek meetings with

the Soviet intelligence people and the Ambassador agrees.

The Foreign Office are content. The JIC rules permit
the journey, provided I remain within the care of the Embassy,

as I would.

Possible dates are June or October, more probably the

latter.

!

O h)gl( /1¢(4a6(

I should be grateful for your agreement.

— o |
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FM 0SLO

TO IMMEDIATE FCO

TELNO 84

OF 111055Z APRIL 89

AND TO IMMEDIATE MODUK, CABINET OFFICE, ACTOR
INFO PRIORITY WASHINGTON, MOSCOW

INFO SAVING OTHER NATO POSTS

SIC
MY TELNO 82: SOVIET SUBMARINE
SUMMARY

1. NORWEGIAN EXPERTS CONFIRM (A) THAT THERE IS NO EVIDENCE OF
RADIOACTIVE LEAKAGE SO FAR (B) THAT THEY WILL CONTINUE TO MONITOR THE
AREA, AND (C) THAT THEY HAVE NO COMPLAINT AS YET ABOUT SOVIET
RESPONSE .

DETAIL

2. WE HAVE DISCUSSED THE INCIDENT FURTHER WITH JOHAN BAARLI, DIRECTOR
OF THE STATE INSTITUTE FOR RADIATION SAFETY (SIS), ABOUT THE MEASURES
WHICH THE NORWEGIANS HAVE TAKEN TO MONITOR RADIOACTIVE EMISSION FROM
THE SUBMARINE WRECK.

3. BAARLI CRITICISED THE DELAY BETWEEN MILITARY DETECTION OF THE
INCIDENT AND OFFICIAL NOTIFICATION TO HIS INSTITUTE (FOR WHICH THE
MINISTER OF DEFENCE HAS PUBLICLY APOLOGISED). HE HAD HOWEVER BEEN
ABLE TO OBTAIN ATMOSPHERIC AND WATER SAMPLES SUFFICIENTLY QUICKLY TO
DETERMINE THAT THERE HAD BEEN NO RADIOACTIVE DISCHARGE AT THE TIME
WHEN THE SUBMARINE SANK. THE ORION AIRCRAFT WHICH REACHED THE
LOCATION WITHIN AN HOUR OF THE SINKING (MY TUR) HAD TAKEN
AIR-SAMPLES. NORWEGIAN COASTGUARD VESSELS HAD TAKEN WATER-SAMPLES ON
THE MORNING OF 10 APRIL, INCLUDING SAMPLES OF WHAT THE NORWEGIANS
BELIEVED TO BE OIL-SPILL FROM THE SUBMARINE ITSELF. TESTS ON ALL
THESE SAMPLES HAVE PRODUCED NO TRACES OF RADIOACTIVITY.

4. ON 10 APRIL THE FISHERIES RESEARCH SHIP 'ELDJARN' HAD TAKEN
FURTHER WATER SAMPLES FROM THE SEA BED NORTH AND SOUTH OF THE
SUBMARINE WRECK (THE NORWEGIANS BELIEVE THAT THEY KNOW THE EXACT
LOCATION), USING METHODS THAT ARE REGULARLY ADOPTED IN FISHERIES
RESEARCH. THE WATER SAMPLES WILL BE EXAMINED AT THE SIS LABORATORIES
IN OSLO AND THE RESULTS PUBLISHED WITHIN THE NEXT FEW DAYS. BAARLI

PAGE 1
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SAID THAT HIS OWN INSTITUTE AND THE FISHERIES RESEARCH INSTITUTE
WOULD MONITOR THE WRECK ''AS LONG AS IT REMAINED THERE AND POSED A
THREAT'"'.

5. BAARLI SAID THAT THE NORWEGIANS NOW AWAITED A SOVIET RESPONSE TO
THEIR REQUEST (REPORTED IN TUR) FOR INFORMATION (WHICH WAS NOT
MILITARILY SENSITIVE) ABOUT THE NATURE OF THE REACTOR. HE BELIEVED
THAT, THROUGH THE CONTACTS ESTABLISHED SINCE CHERNOBYL, THE RUSSIANS
SHOULD CO-OPERATE ADEQUATELY IN THE PRESENT CASE.

SHORT
FCO PLEASE PASS SAVING

YYYY
DISTRIBUTION

ADVANCE

RESIDENT CLERK HD/WED
HD/SOVIET ~NO 10 DOWNING ST

HD /DEFENCE Q,_’—————/~ ’
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UNCLASSIFIED

FM MOoScow

TO IMMEDIATE FcCO

TELNO 625

OF 110748Z APRIL 89

AND TO IMMEDIATE MODUK

INFO PRIORITY 0SLO, UKMIS VIENNA

e

SIC EMA/EMC/EME
MODUK FOR DI(CWP) AND TECHINT NAVY
OUR TELNO 618 (NOT TO ALL): SOVIET SUBMARINE ACCIDENT

IZVESTIYA OF 10 APRIL PUBLISHED AN INTERVIEW WITH SOVIET DEFENCE
MINISTER, YAZOV, ABOUT THE LOSS OF THE SUBMARINE.

2. YAZOV SAID THE BOAT'S LOG HAD BEEN RECOVERED AND WAS BEING
STUDIED. A SEPARATE LOG HAD BEEN OPENED ON THE REACTOR. "'IT HAS
BEEN 'ESTABLISHED THAT THE REACTOR WAS SHUT DOWN IN A STANDARD
PROCEDURE BEFORE THE SUBMARINE SANK. IT HAD BEEN SHUT DOWN RELIABLY
(SIC). WE CAN RULE ouUT ITS HOUSING (KORPUS) BREAKING UP.

3. THE MINISTER CONFIRMED THAT THE SUBMARINE HAD CARRIED N
TORPEDOES, TWO OF THEM WITH NUCLEAR CHARGES. ''THESE TORPEDOES POSE
NO THREAT EVEN WHEN SUBMERGED TO A GREAT DIEPTIHESET
‘_—._—_\\_—_.\\-

3. AS TO THE CAUSES OF THE ACCIDENT, YAZOV SAID THAT ''If ONLY THE
SEVENTH COMPARTMENT HAD BURNT OUT THE BOAT WOULD HAVE REMAINED
SEA-WORTHY. BUT, AS IS KNOWN, THE SIXTH COMPARTMENT HAS ALSO BURNT
OUT COMPLETELY. THE CREW HEARD SEVERAL EXPLOSIONS TWO OR THREE HOURS
LATER. IT MAY BE SUPPOSED THAT WITH THE INCREASED PRESSURE ON THE
SUBMARINE, SPECIAL DEVICES BEGAN TO EXPLODE. THERE WERE SEVEN OF
THESE ON BOARD. IT IS POSSIBLE THAT THE HULL HAS CRACKED IN PLACES.
- w

4. YAZOV CONFIRMED THAT FOUR MEN DIED IN THE COMPARTMENTS. THE
£ LUMEAR]

OTHER CASUALTIES WERE PRESUMABLY DUE TO EXPOSURE IN THE ICY SEAS.

e

5. THE NORTHERN FLEET POLITICAL DIRECTORATE TOLD IZVESTIA THAT
ACCORDING TO INITIAL REPORTS THE FIRE STARTED IN AN ELECTRICAL
CIRCUIT. THE BOAT SURFACED TO DEAL WITH IT, AND ALL SOVIET VESSELS
IN THE AREA WERE DIVERTED TO THE SUBMARINE'S AID.

PAGE 1
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PERSONAL

10 DOWNING STREET

MJECT (CG/;'((W/ LONDON SWIA 2AA

THE PRIME MINISTER

8 April 1989

I was grateful for your message during the night of

7/8 April about the tragic loss of a Soviet submarine and
your assurances about the negligible risk of nuclear
contamination. May I express to you my condolences for the
loss of life and ask that my sympathies be conveyed to the

families of those concerned.

I am sorry that you should have returned from your very
successful visit to the United Kingdom to confront this sad
event. But I am sure you will have felt how very pleased
everyone was to have you and Mrs. Gorbachev here, reflected
in the genuine warmth of the welcome you received. It was a
great occasion and an important step forward in Anglo-Soviet

relations.

With warm good wishes to you and Mrs. Gorbachev.

President M. S. Gorbachev
PERSONAL




10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SW1A 2AA

From the Private Secretary 8 April 1989

I enclose a copy of a message which
the Prime Minister wishes to send
President Gorbachev. I should be grateful
if you could arrange for it to be telegraphed
to Moscow for delivery as soon as possible.

CHARLES POWELL

The Resident Clerk,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office




CONFIDENTIAL

10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWIA 2AA

From the Private Secretary

8 April 1989

SOVIET SUBMARINE

This is to confirm the information which I passed to you
and the Ministry of Defence Resident Clerk during the night.

The Soviet Embassy telephoned me shortly after 0300 hours
this morning to convey a message to the Prime Minister from
Mr. Gorbachev about the sinking of the Soviet submarine north
of Norway. The same message was being conveyed to President
Bush and to the Norwegian Prime Minister.

Mr. Gorbachev wished the Prime Minister to be aware of an
accident aboard a Soviet nuclear submarine north of Norway and
in the vicinity of Bear Island. There had been a fire on the
submarine and loss of life. Efforts to save the boat had
failed and it had sunk in waters of a depth of some 1500
metres. The nuclear reactors had beean shut down before the
submarine had sunk. The risk of a nuclear explosion or
contamination was assessed as negligible. Efforts to rescue
the crew members were continuing. The assurance about the
negligible risk of nuclear explosion or contamination was
repeated.

I said that the Prime Minister would be grateful for this
information. I knew that she would wish to pass on her
condolences for the loss of life and would no doubt send a
message to this effect to Mr. Gorbachev. T would report the
information to the appropriate authorities.

Subject to your views, I suggest that we should tell the
press in the course of the morning that this message was
received during the night and refer in particular to the
assurance to the negligible risk of nuclear explosion or
contamination.

I am copying this letter to the Resident Clerk in the
Ministry of Defence and the JIC Duty Officer in the Cabinet
Offilce.

D. POWELL

The Resident Clerk,

Foreign and Commonwealth Office
CONFIDENTIAL
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SECRET

-
PRIME MINIS/'DE{

W ool Z o
g Q0.

A Soviet nuclear submarine has suffered

an accident in the course of the afternoon
in the vicinity of Bear Island in the
north of the North Sea. There was a

fire in the nuclear reactor. At least
twelve of the crew are thought to be

dead. The Soviet military are doing

all that is necessary to recover the

vessel.

SECRET




10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWIA 2AA

From the Private Secrerary 6 April 1989

I am writing on behalf of Charles Powell
to thank you for your letter of 31 March,
with which you enclosed one from Mr Haeev
to the Prime Minister.

P. A. BEARPARK

His Excellency Mr Leonid M Zamyatin




Foreign and Commonwealth Office
e

London SWI1A 2AH

4 April 1989

4C>*QCK~ CL‘Z«Ou\LAﬂ ; | (de

Prime Minister's Interview with Izvestia

I enclose a letter from Mr Laptev, Editor-in-Chief
of Izvestia, to the Prime Minister thanking her for granting
him an interview on 22 March.

You may like to know that the interview was published
in Izvestia on 29 March (copy enclosed). We have checked
the text against the transcript. Mr Laptev has stuck
very closely to what the Prime Minister said apart from
a few stylistic alterations and has not added any comments.
The interview appeared along with a picture of the Prime
Minister beside the headline '"We are moving towards a
new era'".

When Sir Rodric Braithwaite called on Laptev on
3 April, he was most enthusiastic about the interview
and repeated his gratitude to the Prime Minister for
giving him so much time. He said that he had received
many telephone calls and letters of appreciation from
ordinary people who had found the interview of exceptional
interest.

M o

)
|
L\\f LQA\L&AJS:{g
(R H T Gozney) 61«“__\)

Private Secretary

C D Powell Esqg
PS/10 Downing Street




TRANSLATION

To the Prime Minister of Great Britain

Mrs Margaret Thatcher

Esteemed Prime Minister!

Allow me once again to express my deep gratitude to you for

our warm meeting and substantial discussion. I am sure that

in publishing this interview, we are not only satisfying our

readers’ interest in the British head of government’s views
on current problems which affect #he peace, but we are also
taking an important step in the development of mutual

understanding between the peoples of our countries.
Let me assure you of my sincere respect. I wish you

success.

I Laptev
Chief Editor of ’‘Izvyestiya’

Newspaper

POSAAL/1




[IPEMBEP-MUHVCTPY BEJIVKOEPUTAHIY
I'OCIIOXE MAPT'APET TOTYEP

Ysaxaemas rocnoxa [lpempep-Munncrp!
[losBosbTE €ume pa3 BHPAa3UThb BaM riy6okyo 6rarofapHOCTb

3a TeIyl BCTpeuy U cojepxarenabHylo Geceny c Bamu. f ysepeH,

QTO,HYGHMKyH 3T0 MHTEpBbD, MH HE TOJBKO YILOBIETBOPAEM UHTE-

pec Hamux uyyrarege# K Baraanam [ash NMpasBUTEeNbCTBa Benuko-

CpUTaHUM Ha AKTYyalbHHE NPOGJEMH, BONHYOWMAE MUDP, HO M Jexa-
€M BaxHHIl mar B pasBUTUM B3aMMOMOHMMAHMA MEKILY HapoLaMmu

HaWUX CTP&H.

HpMMMTe 3aBepeHna B UCKPEHHEM YBamMeHUN U MNOoXeJaHUA

ycrnexos B Bameil meATesbHOCTH.

Y, e /
/ éﬁQ/((VA
Sy N /lanres,

['nasHui pepakrop rasers "Wasecrua"
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VYpawmaemaa rocnoxa llpembep-
Munmctp, npexpe ncero Gnaro-
napio Bac 3a mobeanoe cornacue

CAMIMTDL  YCHAHA, TOLW DOPOTL-
CA C 3TUM.

— B Coserckom Colose, Konew-
no, obparwm pHMMauMe Ha To,

KaK BBl OTKAMKHYIMCH Ha  pevb

wa atg wHTepnblo. Mot nepebii
non‘an 6u1 Bbl npoxommen-
THpo " B coBp!

HOM Mipe 3a nocnepnune Tpl‘-‘lC‘
Thipe Tofa? B uem BuuTe 0CHOB-

HbHIC MOTUBBL M NpUINB ITHX
namexennin?

— fl nymao, ectbh TpW HIMCHE-
HUA, KoTOpbie cneayer OTMETHTD,
ncpnne, KOHeYHo,—3To TO, Y70 B
3ananiom MUpe HPOHJOIUEH
ovenb a3ameTnwiii poct 6naroco-
CTOAHKA U yponHa MH3NN,

310 JIOCTHINYTO Gnaropapna
an‘ﬂl‘lpHMM‘lHﬂDfﬂl, TanauTam W
cnocobHOCTAM HapoAon, B TaKoW
nonuTHyeckoi obcranonke, KOTO-
pan cooTpeTcTnoBana atoil npen-
NPUMMIHBOCTH. B TO e BpeMa Mbl
BCe CTPeMHAMCH K TOMY, 4TO6Bl
Wawa a3KolomMMKa (bina 30poBoil
8 cpoeil ocnose, M pobunuch
3Toro. 10 O3Ha'aeT, “TO Mbl 3K~
KypaTHo OTHOCHAMCH K TOMY, Kak
Mb ynpannaeM  unancamu, ne
oBentany Gonbie, YeM Mornu cpe-
nateb. lNotomy “To, ecny BH Tpa-
Tute Gonbwe, yem 3apabartniBae-
TEe, WAX ecnu HaMHAEeTCA uurpnn-
UM, 3TO 3nawuT, uTo y Bac Gy-
nyt HENpUATHOCTH. Cnepoparens-
HO, ropa3jo npcnno'nmcnbuce
TOEPAO M PA3yMHO DECTH (puHaN-
Chl M HEYKNOHHO ynyqwarts nono-
MEeHue, HYeM NBHTaThCA  AOCTH'b
cKkaunoobpa3no  orpomioro pocra
npoK3IBOACTRA, 'ITO HacTo Bejer
3aTeM K ero coKpauienuio. 3T1oT
nopbeM 6narocoCTOAHHA M ypoB-
HA KM3HM Aan Ham RO3MOMHOCTh
ne Tonbko Gonbiue MMeTh B Hawel
MU3NM, HO CO3IAAN Takke AoOCTa-
Tounoe GorarcTso, 4To6B noBH-
CMTh ypoBewb coliransioro obe-
cnevenun. |

B npuHumMne 3To_Ta CXeMa, Ko-
Topylo, Kak A 3Ha ), b nuTae-
tech ppectu B C~petckoM Coio3e.
Benb Ao, MTO NPaBHTENbcTBa
He 31alT, KaK PyKOBOAMTb npej-
NPHATHAMM, —NOITOMY Mbl He Yua-
cTeyeM B jenax  caMoro npef-
npuatna. lpeanpuuumatens ke,
Guanecmenbl, KoTopsie  TOAAMH
NpUBBIKANK  BECTH aTH  pena,
ynasnusath nepemenbl,  CO3Aa-
BaTh HOBbIE TOBapHl, 3anawpT, 4T
HYXHO noanamMm. UM Mbl H npeno-
cTasnaem PyKOBO)‘U‘ﬂh NpomMbiL-
neniocThio.

Mo-moemy, BTOpOil  BaXHOW
fONbIION NEPEMCIION CTano OrpomM-
Hoe ynyuuienve B OTHOWEHUAX
Boctok—3anaa. i aymaw, 470 3TO
NOCTHIHYTO npe)xae BCEro 6na-
rofaps wWwMpote B3rNAA0B rocno-
nuya Topbadyena M niofeit, Haxo-
nAwuxca paaom ¢ nun. He npo-
CTO B3rNAAOB HAa TO, “TO BH XO-
TuTe ana Baweii  cobcTBennoi
cTpansl, HO M Waeil ocyuiecTane-
HMA 3TOrO, MAEH, KoTopbie, Kak
HaM KaxeTrch, abconwTo npa-
BHNbHLI, KOTOpPHIE BKAKY3IOT YCH-
nuMA caMoro Bawero Hapoaa, ero
OTBETCTBEHHOCTD, ero Bbibop,
Mobunu3aumMio ero Tanantos. 31O
abconwTHO COOTBETCTBYET TOMY,
BO “TO BEPHM Mbl, — W HMEHHO
370, NNKC TOT (haKT, YTO y PyKo-
BOJ\CTBA  HAWMKX CTpaW cBoespe-
MeHHo 0OKa3lanuch noaxoasnuue
moau — rocnoann Fopbaves, npe-
awjienT Peiirall, BO3MOKHO, TaKKe
n A — CAenano otHowenna Bo-
cToK—3anaa Hamuoro Gnixe.

Bauo, YTO 3TO Mpou3owno He
Tonbko B obnact oGopoHbl. Peub
o ropa3no 6GonbuieM, YeM B3auM-
Ho®e ynameuwc obenmu CTOpOHA-
MU npasa #a 6e3onacHocTb, “eM
nonbiTKa ]lOl'ODODHTbCR 0 COKpa-
uleHit BOOPYEHUI C TeM, yTo6BI
oGopona W GelonacHocTb obec-
neuwsanuck  Ha Gonee HW3KOM
ypobue  BOOpYenuit. Tlepemenl
JnauMTenso  riyGke:  Bbipocna
TOProsna, PacuwApUAMCH KynbTyp-
nbie obmeiribt, obMens  Mexay
moabmu, Gonbue nojen crano
nyTewecTsosath 3a npeaenst Co-
getcioro Cow3a u Gonbwe npues-
wath B CCCP. To ecTb u3MeHeHHA
HOCAT BCECTOPOHHWIT  XapakTep.
Ouy  CONPOBOXKAANKCH B pawen
ctpane Gonbuwei csobopoii cnosa,
csoGogoi Beporcnonenauuﬁ. CBO-
Gonoif HaYMHATL Kakoe-To Aieno M
nenats ero camoctostensko. Hab-
noAaTh BCe 3TO NPOCTO  H3yMH-
TenvHo.

TpeThe BaxHOE W3MeHeHWe B
TOM, NTO  YBENHUMAOCh “MCNO
BONPOCOB,  KOTOpHiE NEpexoasT
rpanmil  TOCYAApCTB, KaK, Hampu-
Mep, oKkpy¥abwan _cpenia. Bo-
npocH  OKpY)Kalouied cpefbl He
npuaHalT rpanuy. UMbl BCE
nOMmKHH 6ecnoKonTbcAa 06 OCHOB-
WBIX CHCTeMax 3eMnM, O Bce# at-
mocepe Bokpyr 3emnu. Kak Bbl
anaeTe, CErofiNA WHPOKO oBCyM-
naetca napHuKkoBbiii 3PPexT, co-
cTonHKne 030HOBOro cCnoA. Ecnun
KTO-TO MNOBPEeAMT  €ero, 6yner
3aTPOHYT Kawabld M3 Hac. Ec-
W Mbl BCE He NMpUMeM Y4acTha,
TO Mbl HE CMOXEM COXPaHWTb BCe
37O HEBPE/IMMbIM K NEHCTBYIOUIHM
Tak, uTO6M NoAAepKHBaANach
Mu3us. 310 oaxa npobGnema. 3a-
TeM Ccyuwectsyer  3arpa3Henue
Mopeit W BENMKUX PeK, KUCNOTHbIE
ROXAH M, K COXanewuo, MHoOroe
npyroe. Bce 37O Takue Beul,
KOTOpHE 3aTparupalT Bcex no-
neii. flanee, MBl JIOTMKHBI BMECTe
AyMaTs O npo6nemax, CBA3AHHBIX

moro up A

M. C. lopb » OOH. Hapuco-
pamibii MM «npoobpain Gynyuero
MHpa NOKA3ancs, KaK Mbl MOHA-
mm, 6nmakmm Bawwm npepcrasne-
uiam o Gypywem. B uem Bul pu-
auTe CcOBnapenusa u pannuma B
unocopcrux NOAXOMAX HAUMX
ADYX cTpan K (opmiponanuio 370-
ro Gyayuiero m Kakylo ponb oT-
pofMTe 3A€Ch HOROMY MOMUTMYE-
cKoMy Mbilusexunio?

— [lapaiite A cCKaxy Taki 1R
oueHb NICHO BHKY No pedam roc-
noauna lopbavesa, 4To ol Hacrt-
poew TaK e, Kak W fi,— HY)XNO
Gonblue onupaThcA Ha niojiei, Bo-
BneKaTh WX B NOMUTMECKWA npo-
eCC, HYKHO MOMHUTH, 4TO CBOGO-
na wHecetr ¢ coboil orsercTReH-
NOCTH, H T. .

Ho BoT 4TO A XO4Yy CKa3laTh:
nerve co3jiaTh HoBbE ropoaa, Ka-
KHE-TO  CTPOEHMA W3 KHPIM4a W

JABHO  BOIHMKLLWM MEILY AP U~
nuiM npob M, Kak, pumep,
Anrona u_Hamubua. KyGmwium u3
Avironst ceivMac cobupaiTca yxo-
auTh. Hapop B Hamiibww nonyuur
BOIMOMHOCTH BHEPaTH CBOE COB-
cTRennoe npasuTenscTso. Met BMe-
cte nopaboTanu Haj HEKOTOPbIMU
npotinemMamn  oTHOwWeEHUH MeXay
Wpanom u MpakoM, XoTA, KaK Bbl
anaete, B nocnesHee BPEMA  Mbl
pa3ownmMchL no OAHOMY-JIBYM BO-
npocam B CBAI C MpanoM.
Mo-moemy, Mbl CyMenu Hauatb
npouecc yBENUYeHUA  JloBepHA
mexny Hams. Koweuwo, ycranos-
neive nposepun notpebyer Hema-
noro BpeMelu, W Haj 3THM Hafo
TpyAMTLCA. Mie Kawercs, W Hau
HApOA, W aMepHKaHLB WMEIT NpH-
POANYI0 CKNOMHOCTH K pobpoxe-
natenbHocTH. Beab BCE  Mbl —
NPeACTAaBMTENH poaa  “enoseve-
cKoro. 3TO npoABUNOCH, B “3acT-
HOCTH, B TOM, KaK Haul Hapop
odenb OBICTPO  OTKNMKHYNCA Ha
NOCNeNCTBHA 3eMNeTpACeNHA B
ApMeNHH, NMOTOMY 4TO MH BCE NO-
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Unrepsbio [Ipembep - MuHHCTPA

IV A
Pa3BUTHIO BENHKAX KYNbTyp, Toro
(paHTacCTHUECKOrO MCKYCCTBa, Ko-
Topoe M Bce 3HaeM, Kotopoe
NOCTOAHHO Pa3BMBAELTCA W MIMEHA-
ercA. Bowe Moif, MMEHHO BawH
DYCCKHE MNPOMBIWEHNHKA B Uap-
cKOe BPEMA MOHANH COBpEMEHHOE
WCKYCCTBO, OHW yBMpenu Matucca
W MOHANH, YTO NPOMCXOAHT 4TO-TO
3amevatenshoe... Benukoe Xxyjao-
JKecTBenHoe Boapoxjenue B EB-
pone W BEMMKHE TMOKPOBHTENH XY-
JIOKHHMKOB, yBHaeBume (anTacTi-
yeckue TanaHThl, BO3MONHOCTH,
CnocoGHOCTH W OKa3aBIIHC WM MO-
MOlb, ONK OCTAaBUNM HaM BENWKO-
nenxoe Hacneane — BENUKYIO ap-
XMTEKTYpY, pemecna, pa3puBliKe-
cA B TO BpémA, u Gor 3uaer, To
euje. Bw 3naete pce 370, NOTOMY
WTO IPMUTAK ABNAETCA OAHOH W3
MHPOBbIX. COKPOBMILHMIL, @ HEKOTO-
phle K3 BaWMX 3HAMEHWTHIX 3N3-
WMii BonoWAIOT apXHUTEKTYpYy TO-
ro BpeMent.

A yacto rosopio 06 3rom. B
xaxylo Gbl cTpaiy A HW Hanpas-

pati W

BeaukoOGpuTanuu rasete «lssecTus»

1eMenra, HoBble KOnMemku, HoO-
Bbie JloMd, HOBbIE JOporH — BCE
37O Nerye cpenarth, Yem WIMEHUTb
YenoseyecKkyio ncuxonoruio, Co3-
wanue noaeii. Jlionw npuBbIK3loT
pecTH cebn onpenenennbiM obpa-
30M W BCErja CONpoTHBAAIOTCA
nepemenam. W BCe ime, nc n3pe-
HASICH, HEBO3MOM(HO NPHOGUITHCA
K TeM GONbLKM OCTHKEHHAM, KO-
Tophle MOM(ET  NPEANONUTL BaM
ocTanbHol mMup. ITO OYeHb CIOM-
HH npouecc, M MHe uHoraa Ka-
wercs, 4to Bbl B Cosercrom Coto-
3e nWrTaetech CJenatb B Tewe-
nue, ckaxem, 5—10 ner 7O, Ha
yTo HaM nonanobunock  Gonee
CTONeTHA.

3nech (B AHFIHH.— Pen.) senu-
Kuii AKT o pedpopme 1832 ro-
Aa CTan wayanom npouecca, Kor-
Ra BCe HOBble rpynnbl Miofiei no-
nyuanu npaso ronoca. Ho 3to
npoucxonuno e BApyr. ITo no+
Wno oT nopeR, B pyKax KOTOpHX
HAXOAMNOCH PYKOBOACTBO  CTpa-
HOM. 3ateM Cnepylowmit cnoi 3a-
ABun: «Het, Mbl TOXE XOTHM y4a-
creosathly ToToM cneayloumit,
HIWKeCTOAUMH cnow 3assun: «Her,
MB TOXe XOTHM yuyacTtsoBaTbl» U
TaK panee. 3TO JEACTBHTENbLHO
33HANO NOBONBHO MHOTO BPEMEHH,
NOKa He CNOXMIIOCh TaK, 4TO Ka-
IIbifi YenoBeKk WMeeT mpaso rono-
ca. Mul WAy K 3TOMY NOCTEneHHo,
ONHOBPEMEHHO NOCTOMHHO YBEMU-
YWBaA OTBETCTBEHHOCTb MNpOMbIII-
NEHHUKOB, YBEIMYUBAA OTBETCT-
BEHHOCTb pyKOBojuTEned W Bce
Gonblue pa3bacHnA, YTO O3Hav“aeT
TaKaf OTBETCTBEHHOCTb.

OcHosHan cBobopa, o KOTOpO#,
KaK A Cnuiwana, roBOPHT rocno-
Aun Topbayes,—313 cBobona Bbi6o-
pa. Bu BubHpaeTe, Kakyio paboty
BH XOTHTE nONy4YMTh. Bbl ynopHo
W MHOrO TPYAHTECH, 3apabaThiBae-
Te, CKOMbKO CMOXKeTe, a 3aTeM
pwbupaeTe, YTO KymiTh Ha Baum
NeHbrH, B TO BpeMA KaK KToO-TO
APYroi Npon3BOAMT Heobxonmmbie
ToBapw. Hawa npobnema we B
TOM, STOGB HaNONHMTL Marasunil,
Mbl MOMEM HanonHATb WX BHOBb W
pHoBb. Jloau nOMKHB BHOHpaTh,
YTO MOKYNaTh, W, ECNH OHW peusa-
10T YTO-TO HE NOKYnaTh, 3Ta Bellb
TaK W octaetcA Ha nonke. A ee
npos3BOANTENb OK33biBAETCA B 33-
TPYAHHTENHOM  MONOMKEHHH — OH
He NOHAN, YTO HYXHO, W cpenan
cosceM He Ty Bewb. 33 3T0 OH
nocrpapaer, nowecer yuep6. Ta-
KuM obpa3oMm, BbGop, OTBETCTBEN-
HocTe, csofofia  03HavawT, 4TO
B JIO/KHB BHNONHATH Baluy 06A-
3annocTi. Csobona snever 3a co-
6ol OTBETCTBEHHOCTD.

fl nyMal TaKXe — 3T0, BO-BTO-
PBIX,— NTO Haww B3TNAAL! CEAnIn-
nuch B obnacTu oboponHoi nomu-
Turn. Kanoe rocyaapcTeo AomK-
WO 3awmmatb ceba W wMeeT npa-
Bo cyulectsosats 8 6e3sonacHo-
cti. Wamenwnocs B CoBeTckoM
Cowo3e, KaK MHe KayeTcs, To, YTO
BBl nepeMenunM CBOH MOAXOM Ha
— AOCTaTOoY-

HANM:  ecU NPOMCXONINT  TakKoe
cTHxuitnoe Gencrtene, HeoOGXOAH-
Ma nomouwib. M Toraa sce Gapbve-
psl najaloT, B MAETE W OKa3hb-
BaeTe 3Ty NOMOIb.

Ho A nop%epkwsai To, C ‘Yero
#avana: 8 NONMHTHKe TpysaHee BCe-
TG TI3pMeiTh X3p2uvp, RITTAN]
niopeii. Hapo GTH oYeHb Tepne-
nussiM. Hymuo BCe Bpema obbAc-
WATH NoaAM CBoW B3rnan Ha  6y-
aywee, ybemaath MX pa3fenuts
3TOT B3rNAA. 3HaeTe, Hawa penu-
rUA TNAcMT: TaM, rjie HeT TaKoro
nposKaeKna, Hapop rubuer. To-
3TOMy Heob6XoauMo, 4TOGH nioAx
nowumManu, suaenu Gynyuiee, u He
Hafio CTPEMUTLCA JIOCTUYb  ero
TUTAHTCKMMU MPBUKKAMH — B IKH3-
HH Tax He GbmaeT. JIBHKeHue Bne-
pen WAeT fewb 3a AueM, Hepens
32 Hepeneii, MecAl 3a MecsueMm,
WeT He B pe3ynbTave uynec, a
6narofapa NMOCTORHHBIM, YNOpPHBIM,
CaMOOTBEPMEHHBIM YCUNuaAM. Mue
KaMeTca, 4TO AN JIOCTINKEeHUA
3Toro BaM HeoGXofMMb onpefe-
nexksie paGoOTHUKM, CnocobGHbE
OCYWECTBNATh PYKOBOACTBO  Ha
Ka)ioM OTAenbHoM ypoBHe. fl Bce
BpeMA FOBOPIO: MW OfIWH renepan
HE MOXET BHMrpaTh CpPaM(EHHA,
ecnu y Hero HeT TONKOBHMKOB,
NOANONKOBHUKOB, MaiOpOB, Kamh-

aHOB, CEPIKaHTOB W Karpanos,—

Kaaoro c€sos ponb B PyKoBOA-
cTBe, ¥ BCe 06UECTBO NMOCTPOEHO
TaK e. Ha KawoM ypoBue B Ha-
pone ROMKHB GbiTh CBOM NUAEPH,
KoTophie Mornu Gu BOOAYWeBNATh
fionei WATH panbmwe. U nycTb Aa-
e jeno CraioButca Bce Gonee
TPYAHHIM — BCE€ PaBHO Hano Npo-
AOMKaTh ABHKEHWE K nocTasnen-
HOMl memi,

— Crnepyloupii Mok BOMpOC,
rocnoxa lpembep-MuANCTp, uHOrO
nnana. B, KOHewHo, 3uaete,
4TO KaKoe-TO BpeMA Haiap Espo-
ne npeppexanu cyppby  «cTa-
peioiero» NOAATHIECKOTO  UEHT-
pa. Ho ceropmuawmne peamu no-
Ka3ulBAIOT HaM, 9TO MONMMTHYECKH
EBpona OCTaeTca MOWHO# M, Go-
nee Toro, pactymeii cwnoii. Ka-

nanack — ecnu  3to  Wuama, TO
Moe - TpoeKpaTHoe NpHBeTCTBME
MoronaM — OHW NOCTPOMAM 3ame-
yatenbnuie Bewy. Ecnu 3to Co-
BETCKHiH Colo3 — TpoexpaTHoe
NpUBETCTBHE 1|apAM — OHM  OCTa-
BUNM (DAHTACTHUECKHE NAMATHHKM,
pncyuTyTENLHOE HACTenWe. GHau
NOKPOBUTENAMM BENHKHX HCKYCCTB,
— Bcnomimte  dabepime,— Beny-
KuX npexpacHbix Beueil. Mx co3-
naBami nOAM CMenble, Hajenex-
Hble BOOGPAKEHUEM M YBEPEHHO-
ctbio B cebe. Mbl, COBpEMEHHH-
KW, MONYYUNU 3TO Hacnepwe U no-
cTapanuch cfenate TaK, 4To6Hl
10, 4T0 GbiNO NpHBHAETHEH M poC-
KOWbI ANA  HEMHOMWX, CTano
noBCeAHeBHO HeoOXOAKMBIM H Mo-
BCEAHEBHO JOCTYNHLIM ANA MHO-
™X. 310, BO-BTOPbIX.

Tpetbe, 4TO A CKaXy O €Bpo-
neiicKoM Mpeane, BKMOYalOUWEM
HAC Bcex, 3TO TO, YeMy CAYWRT
nayka. Hayuuble MeTopfbl Bnep-
Bble HawWnW. CBOe NpUMEHekue B
EBpone: ecTb runotesa o KakoM-
TO ABNEHWH, ee NpPOBEpPAIOT C no-
Momslo HabnwofeHuA W BHBOAAT
3aTeM HayyHbie 3aKOHOMEpHOCTH
¥3 pe3ymbTaToB 3KCMepuMewTa, a
ecn¥ OHW He COBM3ajaloT C rumo-
Te30M, TO HYXHO W3IMEHWTb CBOM
naen. Becb 3ToT Metop Gbin pas-
pabotan 8 Eppone, B (M3NYECKHX
HayKax, B MeJIWUMHCKHX, W — BOT
370 A OueHb XoTena Gul mopuepK-
HyTs — B EBpone, efMHCTBEHHOI
BO BCEM MWpe, HayKy NoBepHyn#
Ha nonbly niofei. B apyrMx ua-
CTAX CBETa TOXME AEnand OTKpbi-
THA, KaK, Hanpumep, B Kntae, HO
3H3KHKE TaM He CTPEMMIHCh CAe-
natb nMpUKNaAHbiM. To3roMy Be-
NMKad MPOMBIIUNEHHAA PeBonioUHA
cHavyana cosepumnach Ha 3anane,
a He Ha BocToke Wnv B WHAWM.

Takum obpa3oM, Mbl obnapaeMm
HIYMUTENbHNM HacneaneM — B (H-
NOCodCKoi K NONUTHYECKOH Kynb-
Type, B HCKYCCTBE, B HayKe—Ha-
cnefiteM, KOTOpoe MOCTENeHHO
PaCnpoCTPaHKNOCh Ha BCeX nio-
Reil, oHo pmaer moasM Gonbuwyno

BO! To BeGOpa — npaBi-

kuM Bul BuguTe Gypymee Eupomsi?
Hacronsko cwibhbl, ¢ Bawe# To4-
KM 3peHWA, WHTEerpaumoHHme mpo-
neccs B Espone, KoTopnie MOrmi
6B OTKPWTE NMYTH K CTPOMTENBCT-
By obmero esponeiickoro poma?

— KoHeuno, nouatue «EBpo-
na» ropasno crapuwe Esponedcko-
ro 3KoHomuuecxoro coobiiecTsa.
Korfia MB roBOpHM O eBponeHCKOM
Wneane, To oH ropasno Gonmbuwe,
yeM Esponelickoe coobliecrtso, W
MCTOpHYeCKK ropaspo rnybwe. Ec-
nM mocMoTpeTh Ha 3Ty Gonee wi-
pokywo Espony, B KOTOpOH CTONH-
N HeKoTophix CTpaW Bapwas-
CKOro maKTa SBNAKTCA TaKoW Xe
yacTeio EBponbl, KaK M HeKoTopue
3anafHble, ecnM  MOCMOTPeTh Ha
3TO WCTOPHYECKH, TO Mbl YBHAMM,
yto Espona, ouesuano, 6uina tem
nepesiM MECTOM, FAie BENNKHE pe-
NUTHK UYAAH3M K XPUCTHAHCTBO
nelicTeuTenbHo  3aKpenunuch. OT-

TENbCTBA, NPH  KOTOPOM KMBYT,
BbiGopa cBoero nyTH. M umen Bce
370, Mbl AEHCTBUTENbHO JIOMKHU
6biTh  cnocobubl u3bpate popory
APYKGH M coTpymmuuuecrsa. He
KpenocTHbe crensi Bokpyr EBpo-
nbl CTPOWTH, a CAenaTs ee npH-
MEPOM COTPYAHMYECTBa ANA BCe-
ro ocransioro mupal M6o, kak A
yKe ckazana, G6onMbWAR YacTh
npobneM B OTHOWEHHAX MEXAY
CTPaHaMH, KOTOpHE Mbl CEroAHA
obCyXaaeM, Kacaerca BCeX Hapo-
nos.

B arom ayxe Mo Gynem pa3-
BBaTh EBponeiickoe 3KOHOMMYE-
ckoe coobuiectso.  KoHeuwo, y
nac  6yaer QynnaMmentanbHas,
rny6okas w o6a3biBaloman ApyX-
6a c CoepurennniMu llTaTamu,
KoTopwe, Kak A YyacTto rosopio, B
ONpeneneHHOM OTHOWEHWH ABAA-
oTca naposoM Esponw mo Ty

' Azn o0 o

PeralTca pecypchl, TaM BO3HHKa-
10T ronon ¥ 3acyxa. Ho seab M B
Adpuke CMOTPAT Ha HeKoTOpHE
ctpaisl 3anafja M CUMTaLOT, 4TO
JIOMKHB UMETH TO IKE, YTQ HMCEM
Mb, 310 3aiiMeT MHOro BpEMENM,
1O MOMOYb MM MW  CTapaeMcA.
Hepocratouno B3aTh W obecne-
YHTh WX TOBApaMW W NPOAOBOND-
CTBUEM, B ITOM CNy4ae OHW Npo-
CTO OKaMYTCA Ha WKAUBEHHH. Y.
HUX JIOMKHO NOABHTLCA JLOCTOMH-
CTBO W HE3aBUCHMOCTh B MONKMA-
HHW TOTO, KaK HYXHO BecTH pena
¥ COIAaBaTh  NPOMBILNEHHOCTH
AnA camux ceba. Ml MOXeM cTa-
6unbio noMoraTh WM B 3TOM.

— Jlymalo, MH Re npeyBem-
9MM, ecmM ckaweM, uto Bawa
BcTpeva ¢ M. C. lopbawenwim B
Yexepce B 1984 ropy — 310 CBO-
€ro pojja NOROPOTHMA MYHKT B CO-
BPCMEHNBIX OTHOWEHUAX MEWAY
HAWHMK CTPaHAMH...

— My nukorpa we 3abynem ee
—MOH MY M A—MH HNKOTAA HE
3abypem 3ty pcTpedy. Mb cpasy

NOHANM, YTO mnepep HaMW MCKMO-
YUTeNbHBIH  YenoseK C oyeHb

CUNbHBIM XapaKTepoM. Y Hac €o-’

cTosnack Gecena, Kakwe peako
NPOUCXOAAT MEMAY TNONHUTHUKAMM.
Ona_6wna BecbMa - OTKPOBEHHOH,
Ka)k[iaA M3 CTOPONH XOTena noHaTh

Anyrvio. W 312 MCKyceua Guha |

HeoBBIKHOBENHO  KOHCTPYKTHBHOM
W Tennoi, OXMMBNEHHOW, OCHOBaH-
Hoi Ha rny6oKoM B3aWMHOM yBa-
JKEHNH....

— Cnacubo 3a Tennsle cnosa
B afpéc Hawero PYKOBOmMTenA,
rocnoxa [lpembep-Munuctp, HO
A 3aKoHuy CEOW BOMpOC . cnepy-
toutim 06pa3oM: nOCKO/MbKY 3TO
AedcTEMTeNnbHO 6bUT  NOBOPOTHBII
MYHKT B HA'WHX OTHOLIEIAX, 9TO
NOJTONKHYNO Bac MMYHO K TaKoMy
nosopory? Yro 3acrasuno Bac
COMeHCTBOBAT  WIMEHCHUAM | B
anrno-coBETCKRX OTHOWEeHNAX?
KaR-Bia ouenisaétd wx cocTonfié
cerofuA W Kaxoso Bawe mienwe
06 nx Gypymem? i

— 7 He BnoONHe 3HaO, Kak bl
sesiete nena B Coserckom Cowse,
Ho 3nech, B 3Toll KomHaTe, B
3TOM fome, B NapnaMeHte, Mul fo-
CToAHHO oBpallaeM  Haluli MbICAH
K Gypyuwemy — K . Gyayuiemy Ha-
wei crpansl, Gynymiemy EBpo-
nol, 6y§yu‘eny ,oThHowennit  Bo-
CTOK—

THYeCKHX npobnem. i

Wrak, cyuectsoBana npofnema
Boctok—3anaa. Bo MHoroM B ee
ocHoBe fewanu Bonpoch 06opo-
Mbl M KOHTPONA Haji BOOPYMEHHA-
M. Mbl nocyuTanM, uTO Henb3n
nanblue nonycKatb, uTOGH 8TO
6bino ocHoBoW. U B nepsyl ove-
peAb Mbl MONBITANUCh pacwHphTh
KOHTaKTHl B OCYllecTBneHuu
XeNnbCHHKCKOro npotlecca, xenb-
CHHKCKMX AofoBopentocTei 1975
roaa. ; i

Mbi ' Hayanu " BHACHATH, MoMeM
nM Mbl oBUTBCA Gonee WIMPOKKX
KOHTaKTOB Mewjy BocToKoM M 3a-
najoM, MoXeM NH  yCT3HOBUTH
NySUWIHE OTHOWEHHA MEXAY HaMM U
no-HacToAmeMy obCYMAaTh HAWM
padnuurbie cucTeMb. U A caenana
RBE BelWH. i peuwmna OTNPaBHTHCA
C BU3UTAMU B Te' BOCTOMHOEBPO-
neWCcKne CTPaHbl, C KOTOPHIMH Y
HAaC 6BIMW ANMTENbHbBIE OTHOWEHWA,
B KOHILle KOHLOB Mbl BCTYMANH B
BOWHY W3-3a Monbwwu, KorAa [HT-
nep  BToprcA’ Typa. Y Hac Gunn
RANKTENbHLE OTHOWEHWWA C BeHr-
pueii. M BOT: A oTnpasmnach s
Benrpuio, a MMHUCTP KHOCTPaHHBIX
Aen noceTun pAA APYTMX CTpaH,
nockonbKy Gonbime y3xaemws o.no-
JAX, ec’M pa3roBapusaewb C i'nu-
MH, ‘.

3aTteM Mb NOHAMM, YTO uaéfy-
Waer BpeMA, KOrA3, BHANMO, MPOH-
30iayT nepemeHsl B COBETCKOM py-
KoBoACTBe. ‘Ml pewunu  nonk-
TaThCA NO3HAKOMHTHCA C NIOAbMA,
KoTopbie, KaK  HaM  Ka3anoch,
ROMKHB GbiTb  BAMATENbHHMU B
6ynyuiem, B pacyeTe nHa To, MTo-
6b y Hac 6bIM nOCTaTO4HO | MO-
cToAHNnble CBA3W. TakuM obpa3lom,

- MONb3ylTCA, TO

anan, K passHTHIO 3Kofo- *

BbiMH., JTO Obiny  CO3HATENLHBI
ycunua. Al ycTpowne HECKoONbK(
KOHG(pepeHLwil 32 .ypyTibiM CTONOM
CEMMHAPOB,. MM "’h"’_‘Kml yue
HHX W TaK janee .v% .
'TpumepHo nARawAid B roay

noapobHee PacCMaTPKBalD KaKyk
To oTaenwHylo npobnemy. Bo3
MONMO, YTo-TO B 0B6nacTu BHew
Hell MONKTWKK, B OTHOweHWAx Bo
CTOK — 3afajl, B eBponefcKux Ac
nax, B NOMOWK «TpeTbeMy MUpY»
B oKpykawoueil cpene — Te npol
nempl, KoTopbie 3aTparuBaloT Ha
pcex. MWm 3to Kakoii-nuGo M3 ac
NEKTOB BHYTPEHHEH NONMTHKH: M
wer GbiTb, BOIMONHOCTH fony(
wun obpasopasna, MoKeT 6uiT
NOATOTOBKY K HOBBIM TeXHOnor:
YeCKMM W3IMEHEHWAM, BO3IMOMH(
BO3/LHCTBHE HOBBIX TEXHONOTWH H
wu3nb nogeil. M 6epem ofun i
3THX BONPOCOB W CTapaeMca npoi
HO3UpOBaTh ero pa3suTue, 4TOO
NOATOTOBUTLCA K TOMY, YTO MO)
HO NpefBUaeTh.

— Kawxerca, n
Tpeb. BauniM np!

— Torpa n Gyny Kpatko o
peyaTh Ha Bawu BOMPOCH, MOT(
My 4T0 y  Hac ux mHoro. Hau
TOPrOBHE OTHOWEHWA Pacuup
woT1ca. Mu ¢ rocnoawHoM Top€
YeBHWM MNOCTaBUNK LENb, KOTOPO!
no-MoeMy, MH  CMOXEM Ju
cTHib,— nosect (ToBapooBopo
— Pepn.) no 2,5 mmnnuapna py
neii. B ouenb CKopoM  Bpemel
cocToutcAa BpuTaHckaa wepens
Mockpe, MecA4yHuK 6GpHTaHo-c
BeTcKoW Toprosny B Mocise. 5
Tem B 1990 rony npoipet Bputa
ckan Heplens B Kuese, KoTop)
Mbl ouenb aeM. Koweuno, Ham
YEMO MHOrO BMIWTOB JleATen
KynbTypsl B Hawy cTpany. Bai
wKonbHUKK nobbiBalOT y Hac,
HawM — Yy Bac. 3T0 MMeerT orpo
Hoe 3xayewwe. UGo vacto peu
une npobnem Gyayuiero 3aknio
eTCA B KOHTaKTax mofei.

— Na, nper orpomuaa pa6o’
W pe3yibTaThl  ee yke 3ameri
Ho BOT eule OAMH BOMpOC: F
Mbl — W 0COBEHHO Mbl, XKypHa)
CTHl, MHOTO MNOTPYAWMCH  H
co3fiaHueM W 3fiecb Ha 3anafe,
y Hac B CoperckoM Colode «(
pasa spara». 3710 €mn _ rnaon
FCpoOM  «XONOANOH  BOJBIN. |
nepb 3TOT repoil MOCTENeHKo C
AT co cuennt. MoxeM nu Mol (
rOfIHA CKa3aTh, YTO M CaMa «»
nogHaa BOIHA» Mcue3daer?

— A y¥e rosopuna, 4T0 «
nopnan BOWHAY noaseprae
o4YeHb CEpbeaHoi oTTeneny, 1o |
70 NOMHMTb, 4TO HACTOAUEH N
YMHON «xonoaHo Boiinbin Bt
KDHI‘EIIE WecTKan CTAaNHHKCTC
cHcTeMa. 112.1 Ka3dnoce,
MYHH3M Ite Npeanaraer Tok i
BHAyanbHoi cBOGOAM M TOi 3
YMMOCTH NUYHOCTH, KOTOJ
HMET a6conoTiio  yHaam
TanbHoe 3naveHue ANA Hac.
MOrno MPOW30NTH  TOro nporp
CHpYIOLLEr0  yNy4WeHHA OTHO
Hui, Kakoe Mbl HaBnopaem,
pa3bnokupyiowux  pedopt M |
poThl B3rnafos, ecn Gl roc
nun Top6ayes W Bawwu Apyrue
KOBOANTENM HEe MOHANMW, 4TO
NpeXHAn Bala cUCTEMa He N¢
na Hu Toro GnarococTonius,
KorQ 8u xovenu_6Wl_pna_ cso
HapoRa, hu cBOGOAM BbiGOpa.
KaMAOM  YenoBeke, Y K[
€CTb OnpefieNeHHble TananThl
cnocobHOCTH, M KOraa  OHu
BO3IHMKAT
BEPWEHHO APYyr¥e BO3MOMHO
W NepCcnexTMBH, MU3HL  CTC
BHTCA HamHoro nyuwe. Ho
3TOro Hajfio TpyaAuThCA. YKH3Hb
CTAHOBUTCA  Myviwe oT myc
MeuqTaHi, OHa ynyvwaerca {
rOfldpA 3HEpruM, ynopcroy w 1
MaHHOCTH TOil Uenu, KoTopyio
BHANILG.

XenscuuKckue ROroBope
ctH 1975 ropa OTKPBINM 3TH |
MOMHOCTH, HO OHW He Gbinu
HacToAueMy NpUMEeHeHbl no
nop, MOKa He MpUWNO BpeMsA |
noauxa lopbavesa. flo 3roro
Ka3anoch, 4To csobona nepe
WeHHn nioseil M uaeit He obe
9YBANUCh TaK, KaK HaM 6bl x
nock. HaM Kasanochb, 41O BBl
™Te yaepats y ceba nione
TO BpeMA KakK 'y Hac npobner
TOM, YTO TaK MHOro moped Xx:
NpUExXaThj NTO Mbl HE MOXKEM
HATH MX BCex. Bce 3T¥ Bo3r
HOCTH, OTKpHTHE JOroBOpEe
cTAMK XenscHHKK, He Gbinu pe
308Balibl, NOK3 3TO He caenan
noaun Fopbayes.

Mu Tenepb ABKMEMCA
NPONOMEHHOMY B HOBOH 3pe
370 pedCTBHMTeNnbHo TaK. 3To
BaA 3pa. 3T0 HHYYTb HE MeH!
yem posas dpal U paau nocti
HUA  OTHKPHIBUMXCA  nepcne
ACHCTBHTENLHO CTOUT TPYAHT!

Cnacubo Bam Gonbuwoe. F
XoTéna ckasate depes Bac,
TOT BH3MT, KOTOPHA R Hanec
MocKBy BOT Y¥e JiBa ropa H:
RedicTeurenbho 6bin oMM M2
MBX APRMX COOWTHH B Moeil
HH. A nEeHCTBHTENbHO NOMYB(
Bana NywWwy W TemioTy pycc
Hapopa. A uuKorpa we 3a
3T0ro, W A Hajewnch Kora
6yas nobuBath RIOBb,

— MoasonsT! B OTEE
3T0 cKXalate, w10 B MocCK!
Coperckom Cotoze Bul oveH:
nynaprst W Bac rnyBoko e
10T.

yXe anoync
?

wre o
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LUn3necrenvl,
NPUBLIKANK  BECTH 3TW  aAena,
ynannueaTb nepemMensl, coapa-

DaTh HOZHIe TQBApHI, 3HAOT, NTO
HYMHO MOAAN Mbl W npeno-
cTasnsen  p ANTL  NPOMBILL-

NENHOCTBIO.

No-moemy, BTOPON  BaXHOH
GonbWoH nepeMenoi cTano orpom-
Hoe ynyuMwenue B OTHOWEHWUAX
Boctok—3anaa. A AyMaw, 4To 3TO
NOCTHIHYTO npexae  ncero 6Gna-
rOAapA WHpOTEe BITNAAOB rocno-
anna Topbauesa . niopeif, Haxo-
AAUMXCA paaoM c wum, He npo-
CTO B3rNAA0B 1A TO, YTO BW XO-
tute anA Baweil  cobeTaennoi
cTpansl, HO W wael ocyuiectnne-
HMA 3TOro, MAEH, KoTopwe, Kak
Ham Kawetcs, abconoTHo npa-
BHALHL, KOTOPHIE BKAOYAT YCH-
WA Camoro Bawlero Hapoaa, ero
OTBETCTREHHOCTh, ero Buibop,
Mo6GMAKM3AUMIO ero TananTos. 310
abCoNOTHO COOTBETCTBYET TOMY,
BO NTO BEPHM Mbl, — W WMEHHO
370, NAKC TOT (haKT, YTO y pyKo-
BOACTBA  HAaWMX CTPaW csoespe-
MEHIO  OKa3anuch NOAXOAAUHE
noan — rocnoamnn Fopbaties, npe-
aupenT Peiiran, BOIMOKIO, TaKKe
W A — cpenano oTHowlenws Bo-
cTok—3anap namioro Gnuxe.

Kotopbie rojiamn

Baxio, YTo 3TO Npou3owno e
Tonhko B 06nacTi o6opoMbl. Pevb
o ropasno GonbuieM, Yem BIaUM-
woe ysawewne obenmu cTOpOHaA-
Mu npana na Ge3aonacHocTb, “em
nonsiTKa AOrOBOPHTHCA O COKpa-
WEHHK BOOPYMCHHIt C TeM, 4TO6bI
obopona u Gelonacnocts  obec-
neunsanuce  Ha Gonee  HM3IKOM
yposne Boopyuenni. [lepemenst
JnauMTensio  rnyfxke:  Bbipocna
TOProBns, PaCuMPUIKCh KYNbTYp-
neie  obmenst, obGMensl  Mexay
moabmK, Gonbwe  nioped  crano
nyTewecTsoBath 3a npepenu Co-
getcioro Cowo3a u Gonbwe ppues-
wath B CCCP. To ecTb M3Me {EeHUA
HOCAT BCECTOPOHHWT  XapakTep.
OMM  CONPOBOXKAANKCH B Bawei
cTpaune Gonbuwesi cnoGopoit cnosa,
cBoGo0i BEpPOHCNOBENANMIT, CBO-
BoJloit  HAYMHATHL KAKOE-TO JleNno W
nenats ero camoctoaTensho. Hab-
NofaTh BCE 3TO MPOCTO  HUIYMH-
TENbHO.

TpeTbe
TOM, uTO
BONPOCOB,

BAN(HOE M3MeHenwe B
yI]L’IIH‘lMHOCb uucno
KOoTOpble MepexoanT

I'pﬂlmllhl rocylapcTs, Kak, Hanpu-

Mep, OKpyXawiasa cpea. Bo-

npochl  OKpy)Katouien cpefbl  He

npuanalT rpanuy. U MH BCe

NONMMHB BecnoKkonTbCA 06 ocHoB-

MbIX CHCTeMax 3emnu, O BCeH aT-

mocdepe Bokpyr 3emnu. Kak Bbl

3HaeTe, CErofiiA WHPOKO OBCYH-
naetca napHMKoBbii 3PPerT, co-
croanhe 030HOBOIO CHOA. Ecnu
kTo-To  noppeput  ero, Gyner
3aTpoHyT Kawaeld M3 nac. Ec-

N Ml BCE e MpHUMEeM Y4acTHsA,

TO Mbl HE CMOXXEM COXpPaHHTb BCe

3TO HEBPESMMBIM M NIEHCTBYIOUIUM

Tak, uTo6Hl nofiAepxHMIanacy

MH3aHb. ITo oAna npobnema. 3a-

TeM CcyulecTByeT  3arpa3nenue

Mopei M BenuKUX peK, KHCIOTHbLIE

NOMAW M, K COXANeHuw, MHOroe

npyroe. Bce 370 Takpe Beu,

KoTopbie  3aTparuBaloT Bcex Mo-

nen. [lanee, Mbl JOMKIH BMECTE

nyMaTb 0 npobneMax, CBA3aHHbIX

C NPHMPOAOM caMoro  “eroBexa:
novemy HexKotopble NIOAW CTaHO-
BATCA HapKOMaHaMW HNW CNHIWIKOM
MHOTO BbINWBAIOT? 3TO BEAb TOXE
npobnembl, KoTophie He MNpu3Ha-
0T rpanul. Boloch, 4TO W TEppo-
PH3M TOXe He 3HAeT TpaHul, M
€ecnM noAyMath, To  3T0  TOXe
cBoero poaa «venosevecxkoe 3a-
rpaakenter» cpenwl, B KOTOPOIt Mbl
wuser. U nam neobxoaumo 06b-

Hurtepsbio llpembep-Munucrpa
BeAankobOputanuu rasere «lMsBectusi» |

neMenTa, HoBble KOMNNEJKM, HO-
Bble AloMa, HOBbIE JlIOpOrH — BCE
370 nerye Cpenath, Yem UIMEHUTH
"enopeteckylo ncuxonoriio, Co3-
wauue noaei. JlioaM npusbiKaloT
sectH ceGa onpenenchubiM o6pa-
30M W BCErja CONpOTHBAAIOTCA
nepemenaM. U Bce e, ne uame-
WAACH, HEBOIMONHO NPUOBLUTHCA
K TeM GonbluMM AOCTHIKEHUAM, KO-
TOpble MOMET  NPeNOKUTL BaM
ocTanbHod MMp. 3TO OYeHb CNOK-
Wb mpolecc, M MHE MHOraa Ka-
wertc, 4To Bul B CoseTcKom Coto-
ae neTaetech CAenath B Teve-
nwe, ckaxem, 5—10 net TO, Ha
yro HaM nonapoGunocs  Gonee
cTONeTHA.

3pecs (B Anrnun.— Pep.) Benu-
kuii AKT o pedopme 1832 ro-
na cTan na4anom npouecca, Kor-
Nia Bce Hopble rpynnui noaeR no-
nyvanu npaso raonoca. Ho 23to
MPOUCXOANNO e BAPYT. 310 no-
Wno ot NoaeH, B PYKax KOTOPHX
HaXOAWNOCh PYKOBOACTBO CTpa-
WOi. 3aTeM CHeaylowmi cnoi 3a-
apun: «Her, MBl TOME XOTHM Yy4a-
crnopathln TloToM cneyloumii,
wMmecToRwui cnov 3anpun: «Her,
Mb TOXE XOTHM yuyactsosatbln W
TaKk panee. 3TO NEHCTBATENbHO
33NANO NOBONBHO MHOTO BPEMEHH,
NoKa He CNOKHMNOCH TakK, YTO KaX-
ZIblif NenoBeKk WMeeT npaso rono-
ca. Ml WM K 3TOMY nocTenewio,
O/IHOBPEMEHHO MOCTOMMNO  YBENU-
YWBaA OTBETCTBEHHOCTb MNPOMbIL-
NeNHUKOB, YBEenuuMBan OTBETCT-
BEHHOCTb PyKOBOAWMTENeH M BCe
Gonbue paIbACHAN, YTO O3HAaMaeT
TaKas OTBETCTBEHHOCTb.

OcHosHan crobona, 0 KOTOpOH,
KaK A Cnblwana, roBOPUT rocno-
nwt Fopbauen,—3t1 cBoGopa Bu6o-
pa. Bul BhibupaeTe, Kakylo paboty
BW XOTHTE MONY4UTh. Bh ynopHo
W MHOTO TpyaMTeCh, 3apabaTbiBae-
Te, CKONbKO cMOXeTe, a 3aTeM
pLibypaeTe, YTO KymiTh Ha Baum
neHbrd, B TO BpEMA KaK KTO-TO
APYroi Npou3BOAHT Heobxommmbie
toBapw. Hawa npobneMa nHe B
TOM, 4TOGbl HANOMHUTL Mara3umbi,
Mb MOXXEM HaMONHATH WX BHOBb W
gHoBb. Jlony NOMKHBL BHIOGMpPaTh,
4TO MOKYnaTb, W, eCH ONW pela-
10T 4TO-TO HE NOKYnaTh, 3Ta Bellb
TaKk M ocTaeTcA Ha nonke. A ee
NpOM3BOANTEND OKA3IBIBAETCA B 33-
TPYAHHTENBHOM  MONOXEHUW — OH
He MOHAN, 4To HY)XHO, W cpenan
coBceM He Ty Beulb. 3a 3T0 OM
noctpanaer, nowecer yuiepb. Ta-
Kum obpa3som, BbiGOp, OTBETCTBEN-
nocth, csobofia  o3navawr, 4TO
Bbl JIOMKHB BHNONMHATL BalM 067-
3annocTi. CeoGopa Bneyer 3a co-
Goif OTBETCTBEHHOCTD.

Al nymalo Takxe — 3T0, BO-BTO-
pbiX,— YTO HaWM B3rNAAbI COHNMIM-
auch B obnactu oboponHoli nonu-
THkH. KaXkpoe rocynapcTso fomw-
Ho 3ammuwatb ceba W umeeT npa-
Bo cyljecTsoBath B GesonacHo-
ctH. Wamewwnoch B CoBetckom
Coto3e, KaK MHe Kaxetcs, To, 4To
Bbl MEpPeMeHHny CBOH NOAXOA Ha
6NM3KKHIK K HaweMmy,— AOCTaToM-
HocTh 0GOpOHB AaeT 3auuTy or
nananeuun. He opy»ue aAnA Hana-
newus, a pocratounylo obopony.
To ecTb TonbKo Takoe OpYyXHe,
KOTOpOe AOCTaTO4HO, uTOOGM 3a-
WMTHTBCA OT noboro Hanajpewus,
MIBECTHOTO WNH HEWIBECTHOTO, 3TO
TpefyeTcA NpeaycMoTpeThb.

Mie kamercs, msl cHnumaemca
TaK)Ke W B NOAXOAE K HEKOTOPHM

HANH: €CNU MPOMCXONUT  TaKoe
cTuxwiinoe Gepctowe, Heobxoam-
ma nomoutb. U torpa mce Gapbe-
pH naaloT, BH WACTE W OKa3M-
BaeTe 3Ty nomoub,

Ho a nop‘lepkwsao To, C 4ero
Havana: B NONHTHKe TpyAHee BCe-
ro W3MeHMTb XapaKTep, B3rNAAB
noneii. Hago 6MTL oYeHb Tepne-
nuebiM. HymHo BCe Bpema oGbac-
HATH NIOAAM CBOW Barnan Ha Gy-
ayuiee, y6exaaTb WX pa3nenute
3TOT B3rNAA. 3HaeTe, Hawa penu-
TUA TNAaCHT: TaM, T/ile HeT TaKoro
nposuaenns, Hapop rubuer. To-
aToMy Heobxopumo, YTOGH noaM
nonumanu, Buaeny Gynyuiee, W He
Halo CTPEMUTLCA  JIOCTHYL  €ero
TUTaNTCKMMM MPBOKKAMK — B IKH3-
WM TaK He GbrBaeT. [iBvKeHue Bne-
pen upet nekb 3a AHeM, Hemens
3a Hepenei, Mecal 3a MecAuem,
WieT He B pe3ynbTate uynec, a
6naropapn NOCTOAHHBIM, YNOPHBIM,
CaMOOTBEPIKEHHBIM YCHNUAM. Mie
KaeTcs, YTO AN JIOCTIDKEHUA
aToro BaM HeoGXoAMMB onpepe-
nennie  paboTHuKM, cnocobubie
OCYUeCTBNATL PYKOBOACTBO  Ha
KaWioM oTAenbHoM ypoBHe. fl Bce
BpeMA rOBOPIO: WM OAH renepan
HE MOET BbMrpaTh CpaKeHs,
ecnu y Hero HeT TNONKOBHHKOB,
NOANONKOBHUKOB, MaHOpOB, KanH-
TaHoB, CepaHTOB W Kampanos,—
y Kawsoro Csoa ponib B PyKoBOA-
cTne, M BCe O6UIECTBO NOCTPOEHO
TaK xe. Ha Kaxjaom ypoBHe B Ha-
pojie AOMKHB GbiTh CBOW NuAEpH,
KoTopble MOrn® 6bi BOOAYWEBNATH
niofied MATH panbwe. W nycTb pa-
e Jieno CTaHoBuTca Bce Gonee
TPYAHBIM — BCE PaBHO Haj0 Mpo-
ROMKaTh ABHKEHHe K NOCTaBneH-
HOW 1env.

— Cnepyoumii MoW BONpOC,
rocnoxa lMpembep-MURKCTP, UHOTO
nnawa. Bsl, KoHewHo, 3Haete,
4TO Kakoe-TO Bpema Ha3ap Espo-
ne npeppexanu cypnby «cTa-
peiolilero» MONATHIECKOTO  LEHT-
pa. Ho ceropHaune peamu no-
Ka3blBAOT HAM, WTO MOJMTHYECKH
EBpona ocraerca Mouwuoi _m, Go-
nee Toro, pacrymeif cunoi. Ka-
xum Bu BuguTe Gynymee Espomsi?
HacKonbKo CunsHel, C Bawew TOY-
KM 3peHUA, WHTErpaluuoHisie mpo-
ueccw B EBpone, KoTopmie MOrmM
6L OTKPHTH MYTH K CTPOUTENLCT-
By obumero esponeiicroro poma?

— Kowneyno, nonntueé «EBpo-
na» ropasfo crapuwe Esponeicko-
ro aKowomutieckoro coobulectsa.
Korfia M rOBOpHM O EBPONEHCKOM
upeane, To oH ropa3no Gonbue,
vyem EBponeiickoe coobuiectso,
MCTOpHYECKH ropasfo rnybxe. Ec-
nM nocMoTpeTh Ha 3Ty Gonee wu-
pokyto EBpony, B KOTOPOH CTONM-
usl HeKoTOophix CTpak  Bapusas-
CKOro naKTa ABNAIOTCA TaKoi e
yacTbio EBponbl, KaK W HeKoTopbe
3ananHble, €CnH NOCMOTPeTb . Ha
3TO WCTOPHYECKH, TO Mbl YBHANM,
wto EBpona, ouesuaHo, 6bina Tem
nepebiM MECTOM, F/\e BEnuKWe pe-
NUTHU WYAH3M W XPUCTHAHCTBO
JefiCTBUTENbHO  3aKpenuauch, OT-
Clofa yKe ¥ nowna uaes — CBeT-
CKan Mjes — Kawpam oTaenbHas
NUYHOCTb, KaWABIH 4Yenosek 4To-
To 3HayaT. BoT oTKyjaa Ha CaMoM
nene upyT npasa yenosekal Kaw-
RasA NHYHOCTb MMeeT 3HaueHne. He
CHCTEMa BaXHa, a KaKAAR NHN-
HocTe. B Espone 3Ta mpes neicT-
BHTENbHO CTana TOW TNaBHOH OC-
HOBOW, KOTOpaA NpWBena K pa3sk-

nanack — ecmt  3to  Muaua, TO
MOe  TPOEKpaTHOE nNpHBETCTBKE
MoronaM — OHW NOCTPOMNM 3aMe-
vyatenshsie peud. Ecnu 3to Co-
BeTCKHit Col03 — TpoeKpaTHOE
NPUBETCTBKE 11apAM — OHW  oCTa-
BUNM (DAHTACTHUECKHE NAMATHHKH,
BOCXMTWTENbHOE Hacnepue, Guiny
NOKPOBHTENAMK BENMKHX MCKYCCTB,
— scnomimte  dabepme,— Benu-
KuX npexkpachbix Beutei. Mx co3-
nasanmM  NIOAW CMenble, Hapenex-
Wble BOOGpaXKeNMEM W yBepenHo-
cThio B ce6e. Mbl, COBpEMEHHM-
KH, MONYMMIK 3TO Hacnepue W rno-
cTapanuch CcAenath TaK, 4tobm
T0, YTo GbiNO NpuBKAETHEH M POC-
KOWbIO ANA  HEMHOMMX, cTano
nonceAHeBHo HeobXoAUMbIM H mno-
BCEANEBHO JOCTYNHBLIM ANA MHO-
rux. 370, BO-BTOPHIX.

TpeTtbe, 4TO A CKaXy O eBpoO-
neiickoM Wjeane, BKIIOYalOUEM
Mac Bcex, 3TO To, “eMy CRYKAT
wayka. Hayukble MeToAbl Bnep-
BblE HAWM. CBOE NPHMEHEHHE B
Ebpone: ecTb runotesa o KakoM-
TO ABNEHWH, ee TMPOBEPAIT C no-
Mollblo HAGnOfeHUid W BHIBOAAT
3aTeM HayuHbie 33KOHOMEpPHOCTH
W3 pe3ynmbTaToB 3KCnepuMexTa, a
ecn¥ OHY HE COBMajalT C runo-
Teaol, TO HYHHO W3IMEHHTb CBOM
uneu. Becb ator meton Gbin pa3-
pabotan B EBpone, B (PM3INYECKHX
HayKax, B MEMUMHCKHX, W — BOT
3T0 A OYeHb XoTena Gbl mopvepk-
HyT, — B EBpone, eAMHCTBEHHOH
BO BCeM MWpe, HayKy nNoBepHy
Ha nonb3y miofed. B apyrux ua-
CTAX CBETa TOMEe fenanu OTKpHI-
THA, KaK, Hanpumep, B Kntae, HO
3HaHWe TaM He CTPEMMNWCh CHe-
natb mpuknagubiM. loatomy se-
NMKas NPOMBILUNEHHAR PEBONIOIUHA
cHavana cosepumnach Ha 3anape,
a He Ha Boctoke Wm B MHaWM.

Takum ofpasoM, Mol obnanaem
M3YMHTENbHBIM HaCNenueM — B (M-
NOCOPCKOH M MONMTHYECKOH Kynb-
Type, B HCKyCCTBE, B HayKe—Ha-
cnefueM, KOTOpoe MNOCTENEeHHO
PacnpoCTPaHWNOCh Ha BCex nio-
neii, oo paer noaam Gonbuyio
BO3MOXMHOCTb BbiGOpa — npaBi-
TENbCTBA, MPH  KOTOPOM IKHUBYT,
BbiGopa cBoero nyTH. M uMen Bce
3T0, Mbl JEHCTBUTENbHO JOMKHL
6b1Tb  criocobhbl u3bpats mopory
APYKOH M coTpynnuyectsa. He
KpenocThble CTenn Bokpyr Espo-
nbl CTPOMTH, @ CHENaTh ee NpH-
MEepoM COTPYAHH4ECTBa JANA BCe-
To octanvitoro Mupal MGo, Kai a
yXe ckalana, Gonbwas yacth
npobneM B OTHOWIEHHAX MEXAY
CTPaHaMu, KOTOpHie Mh CEeropHs
obcyxpaaem, KacaeTca BCex Hapo-
NoB.

B atom ayxe mb Gysnem pa3-
BuBaTh [EBponefickoe 3KOHOMHYe-
ckoe coobutectso. Koneywo, y
wac  6yaetr dyHaaMeHTanbHas,
rny6okas u ob6a3biBalouas Apyx-
6a c CoepunennbiMu  LTaTamu,
KOTOpHe, KaK A 4acTo rosopio, B
onpeAeneHHoM = OTHOWEHWH ABNA-
10TCA Haposom Esponst no Ty
cTopoHy ATnaHTHkM. OnW TaKo#
e eBPOMEWCKWH Hapoi, npocTo
OHM NepennbinM OKeaw, nepeexant
orciona Tyma. [loatoMy Haww
CBA3X HEPA3PHIBHM.

3arteM, BCe Ml IOKHH HayaTh
QyMaTb O APYIMX 4acTAX CBETa.
TaK, MOMCTHHE TrMraHTCKWe npob-
neMbl Cymlectsyior B Adpuke.
TaM NPOMCXOAHT 3PO3MA NOYBHI,

NOHANM, HTO Nepes HaMM MCKMO-
yuTenbHBIN  Yenopek C  ovyeHb
CHNbHBIM XapaKTepoM. Y wWac co-
croanace 6ecena, Kakue peaKo
MPOMCXOAAT MEXAY MONHTUKAMM.
Ona 6bna Becbma OTKpoBenHOH,
KaMJaA W3 CTOPOH XOTeNna noHATh
Apyrylo, W 3Ta nHCKyccHa Gbina
HeoBLIKHOBEHHO  KOHCTPYKTHBHOR
W Tennoif, OXUBNEHHOW, OCHOBaH-
floi wa rny6oKom B3auMHOM yBa-
IKEHHH....

— Cnacubo 3a Tennsie cnosa
B ajpéc Haulero PpyxkoBOAMTENA,
rocnoxa [lpeMbep-MuuucTp, Ho
A 3akonyy CEOil  BOMpoc  cnepy-
toumm o6pa3oM: MOCKONbKY 3TO
neHcTBUTeNsHO  GBUT  MOBOPOTHBII
MyHKT B HaWAX OTHOLIEIMAX, YTO
nopTonkiyno Bac JMYHO K TaKoMy
nopopotry? Yrto 3actasuno Bac
COMeHCTROBATE  MIMEHCHWAM B
aNT/I0-COBETCKUX OTHOWEHNAX?

RaR‘Bix ouenupaete ux coctonfié ™

cerontiA M Karoso Bame Muewve
06 nx Gynymem?

— fl He Bnonne 3Haw, KaK BH
senete nena B Coperckom Cowoae,
HO 3neck, B 3TOH KoMHaTe, B
3TOM foMe, B NapnaMeHTe, mul no-
cToAnHo ofpaulaeM HalwWK MbiCIH
K 6yayuiemy — K Gyayuiemy Ha-
weit crpaubl, 6Gyaymemy Espo-
nl, 6yayuiemy oTHowenuis Bo-

CTOK—3anaf, K paisuTHIO 3Kono- '

rHYeckux npobnem.

Wrak, cyuiecteonana npobnema
Boctok—3anaa. Bo MHoroM B ee
OCHOBe nexanu Bonpockl 06opo-
Hbl M KOWTPONA Haj BOOPYKEHHA-
Mu. Mbl NOCYMTanH, YTO HeNb3n
Jianblue fonyckath, 4To6b 31O
6bino0 ocHosoi. U B nepByl ove-
pefib Mbl TOMBTaNUCh PacWHPHTh
KOHTaKTBl B OCYIECTBNEHUH
XeNnbCHHKCKOTO  mpotleccd, xenb-
CHHKCKMX porosopentocteril 1975
ropa.

Mbi HayanM BHIACHATH, MOXeM
M Mbl nobuThCA Gonee WHPOKHX
KOHTaKTOB Mexy BocTokoM M 3a-
najoM, MOXeM NM  YCTaHOBUTH
NyyWKE OTHOWEHHA MEMJY HaMH W
N0-HACTOAUIEMY OBCYX/aTh HAWK
pa3nuyHble cucTeMbl. M 8 cpenana
ABEe BElH. Al pewmna oTnpaBHTLCA
C BM3UTaMM B Te BOCTOYHOEBpO-
NeiCKHe CTpakbl, C KOTOPHIMA Y
Hac GbITM ANMTENbHBIE OTHOWEHHA,
B KOHUE KOHUOB Mbl BCTYMUAM B
BOHHY M3-3a Monbww, Korga TIuT-
nep BTOprca  Typa. Y Hac Guinu
JANHTENbHHE OTHOIEHMA C Bewr-
pued. M BOT A oTnpabMnach B
Betrpuio, a MHHUCTP HHOCTPAHHBIX
Zien NoceTun pAA APYrHX . CTpaH,
nockonbky Gonbine y3uaeuws o nio-
JAX, €CM Pa3roBapuBaewb C HH-
MH. —

3aTeM MBl MOHAM, YTO HacCTy-
NaeT BpeMA, KOTA3, BHANMO, NPOH-
30iAYT nepemelbl B COBETCKOM py-
KoBoACTBE. Mbl pewunu  nonbi-
TaTbCA NO3HAKOMHUTBCA C NIOAbMM,
KoTopble, KaK  HaM Ka3anoch,
HOMKHB GbITb  BAMATENbHHMU B
6yayuiem, B pacyete Ha To, YTO-
66l y Hac ObIM AOCTaTOYHO mo-
CTOAHHBIE CBA3W. TaKUM obpa3oM,
370 6biMH MO3UTHBHBIE, KOHCTPYK-
THBHBE YCWNMA. Mb onpepenunu
HOBYIO CTPaTeruio Bo BHEIWIHEH no-
NUTHKE W JABUHYNM €e Bnepea.
3710 6GbiNio BNONHE NO3UTHBHO. Bee
BPEMA Mbi TOBOPUM, 4TO HawM
OCHOBHBIE JpYy3bA — B AMepuxe,
HO MMEHHO NOTOMY, YTO ecTb OC-
HOBHBIE APY3bA, Bbl, COXPaHAA CTa-
pHX APY3ei, MOMETe paCWHPHTH

CO3/laHKMEM W 3fiech Ha 3anapne, w
y mac '8 Copercxom Colode «ob
pasa Bpara». 3710 €bin  rn> b
repoi «xononu.oi ‘noﬁ!:u» 2-
nepb 3TOT repoil NoCTeneHno

AMT CO Cuelb!. MoxeM it mb, 2
rogna €Kajath, HTO M CaMd «XO-
noaHaa BOlHA» ucuelaer?

— A yxe rosopuna, 4to «Xo-
nopnan  BoOKHa»  noaBepraetca
0'eHb CEpbe3Hoi OTTENnenu, Ho Ha-
10 NMOMHWTb, YTO HacToAulel npu-
YHHON «XONOAHON BoiHb»  Gbina
KpailHe MecTKAa  CTanMHUCTCHaA
cHctema. HaMm Ka3anoce, YTOo KOM-
MyHM3M He npeanaraer TOH MHAM-
BHAyanbHoli cBofoabl M TOH 3na-
YMMOCTH  NUMHOCTH, KoTopbie
uMewT afconoto  ynaaMen-
TanbHoe 3uavewne AnA Hac. He
MOrNI0 MPOM3OATH TOrG mnporpec-
CHpyOLLero  ynyuulenua oTHoule-
KW, Kaxkoe Mb Habniopaem, Ge3
pa3bnokupylowmux pedopM M wK-
poTsl B3rnAfoB, ecny Gul  rocno-
nun Top6ayes w Baww apyrue py-
KOBOAWTENW HE MOHANM, 4TO Ta
NPEeXHAA Bawa CHCTEMa Ke faba-
na wu Toro Gnarococtomimua, Ka-
KorQ 8n_xotenu_ 6 _pna__ csoero
Hapopna, HM cpoboaw Bbifopa. B
KauaoM  venopeke, y Kawaoro
ecTb onpejieneniibie Tanantel W
cnocobHOCTH, M KOTAA  OHM MC-
nonb3yloTcA, TO BO3KMKAIOT CO-
BepueHHo JApyrve BO3MOMHOCTH
M NEPCNeKTHBH, IKU3Hb  CTAHO-
BUTCA | HaMHoro nyywe. Ho nana
atoro Hafo TPYAMTLCA. JKu3Hb ne
CTaHOBMTCA  NYNWE OT NyCThX
MeuTannii, ona ynywwaerca 6na-
roAapA 3HEpruM, ynopcroy u npe-
JIAHHOCTH TOIf LEeNH, KOTOpyl Thi
BN,

Xenbcunkckve JIOTOBOPEHHO-
ctv 1975 rofa OTKPBLIAKM 3T BO3-
MOXHOCTH, HO OHM He 6binM no-
HacToOALeMy NpPUMEHEHH [0 Tex
nop, roKa He MpUIINO BPeMA roc-
noauna Top6ayesa. Jlo 3toro nam
Ka3anoch, 4To CBOGONa nepensu-
wennn nionei M uaed He obecne-
YHBAMUCL TaK, KaK Ham 6 xoTe-
nock. HaM Ka3anoch, 4TO BBl XO-
THTE yaepmatb y ceba nojei, B
TO BPEMA KaK 'y Hac npobSnema 8
TOM, YTO TaK MHOTO nofed XOTAT
NpUexaTh; YTO Mbl HE MOMEM MpH-
HATb WX BCex. Bce 3TH BO3MON(-
HOCTH, OTKPbITHE NOrOBOPEHHO-
cTaAMH XEenbCHHKH, He GbiK peanu-
308albl, NOKa 3TO He CAenan roc-
noaun F'opbaves.

Mu iTenepb ABIOKEMCA
npono¥enHoMy B HoBoW 3Ipe. W
3T0 AEHCTBMTENbHO TaK. 3TO HO+
Ban 3pa. 370 HHYYTL He MeHblue,
yem wopan 3pal U papu pocTume-
HUA OTKPHIBUMXCA  MEpCNeKTHB
JEHCTBHUTENBHO CTOMT TPYAMTHCA.

Cnacubo Bam Gonbmoe. f 6bl
XOTEna cka3ats Yepe3 Bac, uTo
TOT BH3UT, KOTOPHHA A HaHecna B
MockBy BOT yMe ABa rofa Hasan,
AeAcTBMTENbHO GBIN OlHWM W3 ca-
MBIX APKUX COOBITHH B MOEH MH3.
HH. A NEeNCTBMTENbHO MOYYBCTBO-
BANa NyWy ¥ TemioTy pyccKoro
Hapopa. Al mmkorpa we 3abyny
3T0r0, W A HAAeICb KOTrAa-HH-
6yab nobbiBaTb TaM BHOBb.

— [Mo3ponbte MHe B OTBET Ha
370 ckalare, 4T0 B Mockse, B
Coperckom Cotose Bnl oueHb no-
nynapus W Bac rny6oko ysama-
L

no myTH,

— My oueHb waeM rocnopusa
Fopbayesa, 4TOGM NPUBETCTBOBATH
ero #/'Bo3o6HOBHTL HawM nepe-
TOBOPH M COTPYAHHYECTBO.
Bnaronapio  Bac, rocnowa
NMpemsep-MunncTp. Xenaw Bam
Bcero po6poro.

I Beceny pen
\i H. JANITEB.

« 3AKAAABIBAEM

OYHAAMEHT

B3AHMONOHUMAHHSA »

B Coun npopomkaer paGory nposoAmuiicA NoA arunoit OOH mMex-

Aymap © p no np

oKeana B 30Hy Mupa.

Temoii nepgoro paGovero AHA
cemuHapa 6uini BOMPOCH yCTaHOB-
fneHMA MEep JOBEpHA B  perione.
Jacefianie OTKpbIN CBOWM JOKNa-
noM npepctapuTens TepmaHckoi
JleMOKpaTHYECKOH Pecny6nuxn,
jamecTHTens npencenatens Cne-
uuanshoro komutera OOH no
Muaniickomy  okeany  Bunbremm
rPIOHAMAH. Tlo BbpaMcEMio OA-

HOTO M3 Y4acTHUKOB
ON NPEANOXHUN AeTansho,
3a nyHKTOM npopaboTanibe peko-
MeHAauMK no KnyesbiM npobne-
MamM,
AeATeNnbHOCTH
eHIO-MOPCKWX CHN B OKealie, No-
CTeneHHoe CBEpPTHIDAHWE BOEHHHIX
6a3, OTKa3 OT ANEPHOTO OPYMHUA.

HHaMHCKOro

PESY

cemMuHapa,
NYHKT

TaKMM, KaK orpanuyeHue

HHOCTPaHHBIX BO-

Jloknap TplonaMaka pan  Ton-

YOK OMHBNEHHOMY OGCYXAeHHIo,
Bbi3BaN cnopsl. npencraamenu
HEKOTOPHIX pa3suBaloUMXCA
CTpaH, HanpuMep, HACTOPOKEHHO
OTHEC/IUCb K W/iee NEPEeHEeCcTH Ha-
KONNEHHbIA  EBPOMEHCKUMH rocy-
AapcTBaMK  ONbIT no ycTtaHosne-
HWIO Mep NOBCPHA Ha cneuuq:u—
YEecKyl Mno4sy COBCEM HHOro pe-
rmona. B peyax y4acTHMKoOB ce-
MHHapa CNbILIANKCh HOTKKH COM-
HEHWA: BCe NH CTpaHbl 6acceiina
Wupauiicoro | okeana ROCTHI U
TOW CTeneHW ' OTKPHITOCTH obule-
cTBa, KoTopas Heobxosuma Ans
ycneurHoro NPETBOPEHHA B MH3Hb
Mep floBepHA?

Mocne 3aBepuwieHus  3acepa-
HHA A MONPOCHA NOAENHTLCA CBOM-
MK BNEYaTNEHWAMM COBETHWKA Mo-

CTOAHHOTO npeAcTaBuTeNnbCTBA
®paunuun npy OOH A.TA30-CEKPE.
— Mue KaMeTcA,  YY3aCTHUKH
ceMuHapa ellle He Bownu B pabo-
yuik putM. [foka mMHoro obuux
JAeKnapaund, He MNoJKpennAeMbix
KOHKPETHBIMU TIPEINOYKEHHAMM.
KaeTcs, He BCe BbICTynasuine
OCO3HANM: Mbl NpPUEXanH Ha CEMM-
Hap He ANA BEAEHHA O(QHUUanb-
HbIX neperoBopoB, a AnA csobop-
Horo HegpopManbHoro obMena Mue-
HMAMM, KOTOpBIK nmomor 6b mpen-
CTaBUTENAsM NATHAECATH  rocy-
AApPCTB  HAHTH OOWMA A3BIK, 3a-
NOXKTb (PYHAAMEHT B3AHMONOHH-
MaHuA.
M. IOCHH,
cnen. xopp. «HAasectuit»,

COYIL :

beceabl B

BAHTKOK, 29 mapra. (TACC).
37ech COCTOANACH ApYIKecKas Ge-
cena 3aMECTHTENA MWHMCTPA MHO-
ctpannbix pen CCCP M. A. Pora-
YeBa W 3aMECTHTENA  MUHHUCTPA
WHOCTpaHHWX nen CPB Yan Ky-
anr Ko. B obcrawoske | nonHoro
B3IAUMONOHHMaHUA  OGCYMAAnUCh
BONpoCH, CTOAUME HAa NOBECTKe
AHA 45-K CECCMM IKOHOMMYECKOH
W counanbHoW Komuccuu OOH mna
A3uu M Tuxoro okeana (3CKATO),
a TaKkKe CHTYaluua, CKnapsisan-
Wasca  BOKpYr  KaMmyusuiCKoro
yperynuposarua B nocnepmee
BpPEMA.

COCTOAMMC TAKIK® KOHCYmbTa-

ﬁauruoue

A.
W FOCYJ3pPCTBEHHBIM MHHUCTPOM

uuu iMexay W, PorayesbiM
WHOCTPAHHBIX AeN W H3UMOHaNb-
Horo pa3isuTHA CuHranypa [lure-
pom CyHOM, NPHHHMAIOUIMM y4a-
ctue 'B pabore ceccunn 3ICKATO.

CoBeTCKuH NpeACTaBUTEND
BCTPETHACA C MHHHCTPOM TOProb-
nu Tawnauwpa CyGun [MuHKaAHOM.
Coctbsanca 3aUHTEPECOBaHHbI
pa3ropop O COCTOAHWM M nepc-
neKTHBax  COBETCKO-TaWNaHACKMX
TOProBO-3KOHOMUYECKHX  CBA3EH,
HaNnauBaHUA HOBHX (opM coT-
PYAHWYECTBa, B TOM “HCne B fie-
ne COo3NaHWA COBMECTHHX npef-
MPHATHA.

]
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Soviet Elections

The main reporting telegrams have been copied to
No 10. You may find useful a brief look at the overall
results and thelr 1mp11cat10ns e

The turnout was generally good, at around 85%, except
for Armenia, where a nationalist-inspired boycott reduced
alae SEREn legst to 53%,

Not all the results have yet been published. But
in nearly 300 of the 1500 seats voted on recently there
either has tobe a run-off between the two leading
candidates, or, where Only one or two candidates were
on offer and no-one secured a majority of votes cast,
a new election with new candidates. The Congress of
Peoples Deputles is unllkely to meet until well into May
at the earliest. It is unclear how the 542-member Supreme
Soviet will be elected and therefore how open the system
will be to manipulation. Mr Gorbachev himself should
have no difficulty being elected Chairman of the Supreme
Soviet but it may not be unanimous.

The single most dramatic result was that of Yeltsin
in the all-Moscow national-territorial constituency where
he received some 89% of the vote, over 5 million votes
in all. But elsewhere in Moscow Leningrad, Kiev, and
a string of other Soviet cities, senior party officials
and mayors were defeated, often when unopposed. The most
notable casualty was Solovyov the Leningrad party leader
and candidate Politburo member who failed despite being
the only candidate. In the Baltic States, the Popular
Fronts did extremely well, notably in thhuanla There
and in Estonia, the party first secretaries were elected
only because the Popular Fronts did not run against them.
In Latvia, where the Latvian population is less than 50%,

the party first secretary just scraped in.
/The
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The official reaction has been slow to appear. The
main press virtually 1gnored the results for several days.
Gorbachev has now set the tone The people are the masters
and have spoken. The vote was for perestroika and
accelerated reform. The appropriate conclusions have
to be drawn. It is not yet clear how far the party losers
will be encouraged to step down, but Gorbachev has ruled
out an immediate purge.

There is only one possible 1nterpretdtlon of the voting
trend, patchy though it was: a clear protest against
unpopular out of touch party officials and particularly
again$t those who sought to make a mockery of the elections
by standing unopposed. The vote for Yeltsin was a specific
phenomenon but again directed at least in part against
old-style party methods used against him, both when he
was sacked and more recently, during the election campaign.
It is far from clear what people were voting for. The
traditional party apparatus was what they were voting

against.

Gorbachev almost certainly did not anticipate the
results. He may have been shocked by Ysome of them.
Having seen the clear popular mandate given to Yeltsin
he has probably been asking himself how he would have
done if he had stood himself rather than using the party
list where no choiEE was glven and only the Central
Committee voted The results could stiffen the
resistance of _the orthodox. Party morale has certainly
suffered. But Gorbachev~is likely to exploit the result
to his own advantage, and that of radical reform. He is
already presénting the outcome as a vote for more change
and is not doing too much to soften the impression that
losers should look to their future in public life.

For the longer term the people have shown that they
are not sunk in apathy and cynicism, that they are no
ﬂonger"iigégg and that they have had enough of old style
lparty domination and falsification. The logic of the
situation demands some form of organised pluralism.
Gorbachev has ruled out a multi-party system but the
orthodox fears of loss of party control are clearly
growing. The Baltic popular vote in effect for
autonomy/independence will no nothing to calm such fears.
The warning noises out of Moscow about Baltic nationalism
are growing louder but in today's circumstances Pravda
editorials do not have the effect they once had.

/Mr Gorbachev
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Mr Gorbachev is now riding his own tiger. He has
allowed the people a voice. They have used it to more
drastic effect than he expected. In New York he spoke
of freedom of choice for all nations. His own people
are now beginning to demand it. For the moment they may
be with him in wanting to go forward with reform despite
the lack of material success so far. They could decide
that they want to go further than he seems willing to
contemplate. The Prime Minister will no doubt want to
explore all this with him.

I am copying this to the Private Secretary of
Sir Robin Butler.

kj(\"‘“& Lo p

/

)

Lty G

S

(R H T Gozney)
Private Secretary

C D Powell Esg
10 Downing Street
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FM MOSCOW

TO IMMEDIATE FCO

TELNO 559 e
OF 010514Z APRCH 89 ¢
INFO PRIORITY WASHINGTON, PARIS, BONN, UKDEL NATO

INFO PRIORITY EAST EUROPEAN POSTS, ACTOR

MY TELNO 558: GORBACHEV'S SPEECH TO THE MEDIA: ELECTIONS AND
AGRICULTURE: COMMENT

SUMMARY

1. IN THE FIRST LEADERSHIP COMMENT ON THE ELECTIONS GORBACHEV
REASSURES THE PARTY THAT THERE IS TO BE NO MAJOR CHANGE OF DIRECTION.

THE PARTY APPARATUS WILL HAVE TO DRAW THE LESSONS FROM ELECTORAL
DEFEATS AND PUT ITS OWN HOUSE IN ORDER. THE OPENING OF THE CONGRESS

OF PEOPLES' DEPUTIES AND THE SUPREME SOVIET TO BE POSTPONED FOR A
MONTH. —ANOTHER ATTEMPT TO DEFINE AGRICULTURAL POLICY.
e e e —

DETAIL
ELECTIONS

2. WHILE THE FRONT PAGES OF WESTERN NEWSPAPERS HAVE BEEN FILLED WITH
COMMENTARIES ON LAST SUNDAY'S ELECTION RESUKLTS, THE SOVIET PRESS,
DESPITE GLASNOST, HAS BEEN LARGELY SILENT. THEY HAVE BEEN WAITING
FOR GUIDANCE FROM ABOVE. THIS SPEECH OF GORBACHEV'S WAS THEREFORE
EAGERLY AWAITED AS THE FIRST INDICATION OF LEADERSHIP REACTION TO THE
RESULTS. GORBACHEV STRESSED IN HIS SPEECH THAT THIS WAS ONLY A
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT: THE RESULTS HAVE NOT YET FULLY STUDIED.
NEVERTHELESS, THE SPEECH FOLLOWS A POLITBURO DISCUSSION ON 28 MARCH
AND PRESUMABLY THEREFORE REFLECTS A GENERAL LEADERSHIP CONSENSUS.

3. NATURALLY ENOUGH, GORBACHEV INTERPRETS THE ELECTIONS AS A VICTORY
FQR PERESTROIKA AND DEMOCRATISATION. ACTIVE POPULAR PARTICIPATION IS
SEEN AS FURTHER EVIDENCE THAT THE PEOPLE ARE BEHIND PERESTROIKA.
NEVERTHESS§7MTHE—TbNE OF THE SPEECH IS NOTICEABLY DEFENSIVE. IT IS
DESIGNED TO REASSURE THE PARTY AND WARN OTHERS THAT, HOWEVER
SURPRISING THE RESULTS, THERE_IS TO BE NO MAJOR CHANGE IN POLICY. HE
DWELLS AT SOME LENGTH ON THE NEED FOR THE PARTY TO CONTINUE TO PLAY
HE WARNS AGAINST
CONTINUED DISCUSSION OF MULTI-PARTY SYSTEMS, AND REFERS TO THE NEED

PAGE 1
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TO DEFEND PERESTROIKA FROM DEMAGOGUES AND ANTI-SOVIET ELEMENTS.
ELTSIN IS NOT MENTIONED ONCE.

4. ON THE SENSITIVE ISSUE OF WHAT IS TO HAPPEN TO THE NUMEROUS PARTY
LEADERS WHO FELL FOUL OF THE_ELEQIQBATE GORBACHEV IS CAREFULLY
VAGUE. HE NOTES THAT THE REGIONS WHERE THERE WERE PROBLEMS WERE
THOSE WHERE PERESTROIKA WAS NOT MOVING FAST ENOUGH. THOSE WHO HAD
FAILED TO GET ELECTED SHOULD NOT TAKE TRAGEDY OUT OF THIS. THEY
SHOULD HOWEVER, DRAW THE APPROPRIATE LESSONS. THE MESSAGE SEEMS TO
BE THAT LOCAL PARTIES ARE TO BE LEFT TO PUT THEIR OWN HOUSES IN
ORDER: ELECTION FAILURES ARE NOT TO BE USED AS AN EXCUSE FOR FORCING
THROUGH A WIDE-RANGING PURGE OF THE REGIONAL PARTY APPARATUS FROM THE
CENTRE. GORBACHEV AND THE PARTY APPARATUS WILL BE WELL AWARE THAT
THEY HAVE TO FACE ANOTHER ROUND OF LOCAL AND REPUBLIC LEVEL ELECTIONS
IN THE AUTUMN AND THAT IF PERSONNEL AND POLICY CHANGES ARE NOT MADE
MANY PARTY ORGANISATIONS WILL FACE FURTHER AND MORE FAR-REACHING
ELECTORAL EMBARRASSMENTS.

5. GORBACHEV CONFIRMS IN THIS SPEECH THAT THE NEED TO ORGANISE A
LARGE NUMBER OF REPEAT ELECTIONS WILL REQUIRE A POSTPONEMENT OF THE
FIRST MEETING OF THE CONGRESS OF PEOPLES DEPUTIES. MOST OF THE
RE-RUN ELECTIONS ARE TO TAKE PLACE.ON 14 MAY. THIS SUGGESTS THAT THE

Al s M

CONGRESS IS LIKELY TO MEET IN THE SECOND HALF OF MAY.

AGRICULTURE

6. DESPITE LIGACHEV'S ATTEMPT TO PAPER OVER THE CRACKS AT HIS PRESS

_CONFERENCE AFTER THE RECENT PLENUM (OUR TELNO 472) WE ARE STILL

HEARING REPORTS OF CONTINUING LEADERSHIP DIFFERENCES ON AGRICULTURAL
POLICY. THE DOCUMENTS FROM THE PLENUM HAVE STILL NOT BEEN PUBLISHED.
THIS SUGGESTS THERE HAS BEEN MORE HAGGLING. GORBACHEV SAYS IN THIS

SPEECH THAT THEY WILL BE PUBLISHED SHORTLY.

7. MOST OF HIS COMMENTS ON AGRICULTURE ARE A RE-HASH OF HIS PLENUM
SPEECH. HIS PURPOSE IN REVERTING T0 THIS SUBJECT SEEMS TO HAVE BEEN
TO TRY TO LAY DOWN CLEAR GUIDELINES AS TO WHAT LEADERSHIP POLICY ON
AGRICULTURE NOW IS - PARTICULARLY ON THE VEXED ISSUE OF LEASING. ON
THE KEY POINT ABOUT WHAT TO DO ABOUT LOSS-MAKING FARMS, GORBACHEV
TRIES TO STEER A MIDDLE COURSE.
. i il i Lo W s B,

REJECTS THE IDEA OF CONTINUING SUBSIDIES - THE LIGACHEV LINE. BUT
HE RESERVES HIS STRONGEST LANGUAGE FOR THOSE JOURNALISTS AND
ECONOMISTS WHO CONTINUE TO ADVOCATE THE IMMEDIATE DISMANTLING OF

THESE FARMS AND THEIR HANDING OVER TO LEASEHOLDERS. ONE CANNOT, HE

PAGE 2
RESTRICTED




RESTRICTED
107127
MDHIAN 8826

SAYS, SIMPLY DISREGARD THE INTERESTS OF THE PEOPLE INVOLVED NOR THE
FACT THAT THESE FARMS ACCOUNT FOR ABOUT 20% OF AGRICULTURAL
PRODUCTION. HE SAYS, AS HE DID IN HIS PLENUM SPEECH, THAT THERE WILL
BE SOME CASES WHEN COLLECTIVE FARMS HAVE TO BE EITHER MERGE?OR GIVEN
OVER"TO LEASEHOLDERS. THE MAIN WAY FORWARD MUST BE TO REDUCE
SUBSIDIES BY ENCOURAGING THE FARMS TO BE MORE EFFICIENT. HOWEVER, HE
HAS NO MORE CONVINCING ARGUMENTS AS TO HOW THIS MIGHT BE DONE THAT HE

HAD AT THE PLENUM.

<
8. THERE IS NO EVIDENCE IN THIS SPEECH THAT GORBACHEV IS INTENDING
TO CAPITALISE ON LIGACHEV'S POST-ELECTION DISCOMFITURE TO FORCE
THROUGH A MORE RADICAL RESTRUCTURING OF THE COLLECTIVE SYSTEM: BUT A
FINAL VERDICT ON THIS WILL HAVE TO WAIT UNTIL WE SEE THE PLENUM
DOCUMENTS AND THE DRAFT LAW ON LEASING.

BRAITHWAITE

DISTRIBUTION

MAIN

LIMITED PS/SIR J FRETWELL
SOVIET CHIEF CLERK

NEWS DEPT MR MOSS

PLANNERS MR RATFORD

PS MR GOULDEN

PS/MRS CHALKER MR SLATER

PS/MR WALDEGRAVE MISS PESTELL
PS/PUS

ADDITIONAL 14
CABINET OFFICE SIR P CRADOCK

PS/PM
PRESS SEC PM
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Mr. C.Powell

Private Secretary to
the Prime Minister
Downing Street, 10

31 March 1989

Dear Mr. Powell,

Please pass on to the Prime Minister the
attached letter from Mr, I.Haeev, Chairman of the Council
of Ministers of the Tajik SSR in which he thanks the British

Government for the earthquake relief assistance provided to
Tajikistan.

May I on behalf of myself and the USSR Embassy in London
Jjoin him in expressing our gratitude.

Sincerely yours,
2y

L, Zamyatin

USSR Ambassador
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I attach a note written within the

c Sir Robin Butler

Soviet Election Results

Assessments Staff giving a first reaction

to the Soviet elections of 26 March. A

considered Assessment of the resﬁlts and

their implications will be made in
mid-April when all the results have been

received and studied.

PERCY CRADOCK

31 March 1989
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SOVIET ELECTION RESULTS: FIRST IMPRESSIONS

1. The full results of the Soviet Elections will not be published until 5

—

April.  But enough information has come in to indicate that, in a high turn-
out, the voters have used the freedom denied them for 70 years to deliver a

stinging rebuke to the Party establishment. This has been particularly striking

in the 3 major cities, where all the top local Party and Soviet figures who

——
—

stood for election were defeated.

- In Moscow, Eltsin’s victory over a factory director with nearly 90%

—

of the vote (over 5 million votes) far exceeded expectations. Moreover,
=)

those of the city’s leading political figures who stood, lost. Two

Politburo members who should have stood in Moscow (Vorotnikov,

President of the Russian Republic, and Zaikov, Moscow Party leader)

escaped defeat only by standing (respectively) in the countryside and on
= _——

the Party list.

- In Leningrad, the three leading Party and Soviet figures all lost,

= — -
including the most senior head to roll, the Leningrad regional Party
leader, Soloviev, a Candidate Member of the Politburo. He had stood
unopposed, but failed to amass the necessary 50% of the votes cast. (The
voters used the option, always theoretically open to them, but rarely used

in the past for fear of reprisals, of simply excising the single name on

the ballot sheet).

- In Kiev, the local Party and Soviet leaders, both standing unopposed,

also failed to get 50% of the votes. The Ukrainian Party leader,
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Shcherbitsky, who ought to have stood in Kiev, escaped to his home base
of Dnepropetrovsk, where, standing unopposed, he gained 75% of the

votes.

2. Scattered results from around the country show that a number of other

regional Party leaders, particularly in the Ukraine, and mostly standing
ZA e

unopposed, failed to be elected. At least 5 senior military commanders have

also been defeated, a number of them by more junior officers.

3. In the Baltic states, the results show that the Popular Fronts, not the
-
local Communist Parties, call the shots: the Popular Fronts won almost all the

==

seats they contested. =~ The Party leadership got through by and large only
\4—'

where the Popular Fronts deliberately held off. In other Republics the results

have been uneven. In Kazakhstan most of the Party leaders seem to have got

through unopposed. In Armenia there was a near boycott.

4. In general, the population showed greater activity than anyone had

a5
i@fﬂiﬁ- Prompted in many cases by the local intelligentsia, they humiliated
-in particular those Party leaders who had best manipulated the pre-election
process to stand unopposed or against only token opposition. The results took
the leadership by surprise. A Politburo meeting was convened on 28 March to

-
discuss them. Gorbachev summoned media chiefs on 29 March. He took the

—

predictable line that the results showed support for perestroika and that the

electorate’s rejection of individual Party leaders indicated that perestroika was

moving too slowly. Their defeat was "no tragedy”, but cause for reflection.

He did not imply that their jobs were at stake in the immediate future. He

again rejected any talk of a multi-Party system as a result of the elections.
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5. Gorbachev’s feelings are probably mixed. He has succeeded handsomely

in what we judged to be his two principal aims: to involve the population in

politics and to put the entrenched apparatchiks on their mettle. Gorbachev

now has something of a popular mandate to press on with perestroika and

weed out those who resist it. But success on this scale will generate a new

—_— -

set of problems. In particular:

- Whatever explanations are offered, the results will be seen as a
vote of no confidence in the Party’s rule. This will shake morale in the
Party, thrugh whom Gorbachev still has to govern. Those Party
apparatchiks who have been thrown to the wolves will be less than ever
enamoured of Gorbachev, particularly as he himself escaped facing the

——

electorate through being elected on the Party slate.
R e

- Pressure for some sort of organised opposition, either the
sanctioning of factions within the Party or a multi-Party system, will

increase. Gorbachev currently wants neither.

- The scent of victory may arouse unfulfillable expectations among the

population;

- The elections will further fuel nationalist movements, particularly in

the Baltics.

6. Next steps. In a total of 275 constituencies the elections were
A s S

inconclusive. In 76 of them, where there were three or more candidates, and

none received 50% of the votes, the top two will have a run off on 9 April

—
—
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In the other 199, where no more than two candidates stood and none reached
50%, the whole process of nomination, registration and election will have to be

gone through again, with new elections on 14 May.

7. The new Congress of 2,250 People’s Deputies should have gathered for its

first annual meeting at the end 6f77April, but this has now been postponed

until after the second round of elections. Its two tasks will be: to elect a

Chairman of the Supreme Soviet (Gorbachev can still expect to get the job,
albeit probably not with a unanimous vote); and to elect a Supreme Soviet of
542 Deputies, divided into two Councils, of the Union and of Nationalities (one
fifth of whom are to be renewed annually). Little thought seems to have been

given as to how to do this fairly. The process will offer Party officials an

opportunity to attempt to recoup their losses by excluding awkward Deputies;

it will be watched keenly by the now politically aware Soviet public.

8.  Conclusion. The vote was against the Party establishment rather than
for reform. Gorbachev can draw some immediate satisfaction from it, but the

ultimate message is that the Party cannot hold on to its present monopoly of

power for ever.
e ————————————

31 March 1989
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the department for Enterprise

The Rt. Hon. Lord Young of Graffham
Secretary of State for Trade and Industry

The Rt Hon John MacGregor MP Department of
Minister of Agriculture, Trade and Industry

Fisheries and Food 1-19 Victoria Street

Whitehall Place London SW1H 0ET

London Switchboard
SW1A 2HH 01-215 7877
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Direct line 215 5422 — ~
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POSSIBLE SALE OF UK GRAIN, K TO THE USSR

I have seen your letter of 1 March to Geoffrey Howe and his
reply of 8 March about the possibility of the UK supplying
1 million tonnes of grain.

Like Geoffrey, I see no difficulty in principle in marking

Mr Gorbachev's visit with a deal of this kind. The Soviet
Union needs to import about 35 million tonnes this year, and
the UK is in as good a position as other countries to respond.
Grain already represents a significant proportion of what we
export to the Soviet Union. Such a sale would provide a good
headline figure and would certainly help our trade deficit in
the short-term, though its benefits would not be lasting.

I believe, however, that it would be more worthwhile for UK
trade as a whole if Mr Gorbachev's visit could be marksd by
the conclusion of longer-term projects such as some of the
major capital projects which a number of British companies are
pursuing. The latest indications I have from companies are
that there could be several ready for signature at the time,
and I am making provision in the programme for Mr Kamentsev,
the Soviet Deputy Prime Minister for foreign trade, who will
be accompanying Mr Gorbachev, for a signing ceremony at
Lancaster House.

Mr French is in Moscow at the moment. My officials have heard
that he has made contact with the Soviet foreign trade
organisation Exportkhleb and that, with the encouragement of
the Soviet Ambassador, they do appear to be willing to discuss

e
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the department for Enterprise

.the purchase of grain both now and in the future. Mr French
will no doubt report to your officials upon his return next

week.

I am copying this to the Prime Minister, Geoffrey Howe,
John Major and Sir Robin Butler.

el
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FM MOSCOW

TO DESKBY 281300Z FCO

TELNO 527

OF 281156Z MARCH 89

INFO PRIORITY PARIS, BONN, WASHINGTON, UKDEL NATO
INFO PRIORITY EAST EUROPEAN POSTS

MY TELNO 523: PRELIMINARY SOVIET ELECTION RESULTS: FIRST THOUGHTS

SUMMARY

1. FIRST RESULTS SUGGEST THE ELECTIONS WILL GIVE A MAJOR JOLT TO THE
POLITBURO STRUCTURE. THE SOVIET ELECTORATE HAVE SEIZED THIS
OPPORTUNITY TO GIVE VENT TO THEIR FRUSTRATIONS. GORBACHEV AND OTHERS
HAVE A LOT OF HARD THINKING TO DO.

DETAIL

2. THE SOVIET AUTHORITIES HAVE NOT YET BEGUN TO PUBLISH THE ELECTION
RESULTS SYSTEMATICALLY. SO FAR ONLY A SMALL PROPORTION OF THE
RESULTS ARE KNOWN. BUT IT IS ALREADY CLEAR THAT THESE ELECTIONS
REPRESENT A MUCH BIGGER POLITICAL UPSET THAN SEEMED POSSIBLE EVEN A
FEW DAYS AGO. THE PARTY APPARATUS WILL HAVE HAD AN EMBARRASSING
SHOCK.

3. THE MOST STARTLING RESULT SO FAR IS THAT IN LENINGRAD. HERE
THERE SEEMS TO HAVE BEEN A MASSIVE VOTE OF NO-CONFIDENCE IN THE LOCAL
PARTY MACHINE. THE FUTURE OF SOLOVYOV, A CANDIDATE MEMBER OF THE
POLITBURO, AND SOME OF HIS SENIOR PARTY COLLEAGUES MUST NOW BE IN
DOUBT. THE SAME IS TRUE TO A LESSER EXTENT IN THE UKRAINE. HERE THE
NEGATIVE VOTE AGAINST SUCH KEY FIGURES AS MASIK PROBABLY REFLECTS IN
PART WIDESPREAD POPULAR RESENTMENT AGAINST THE SHCHERBITSKY MACHINE
AND THEIR ATTEMPT TO MANIPULATE THE ELECTIONS BY THE USE OF SINGLE
CANDIDATE CONSTITUENCIES. BUT FEW WILL HAVE EXPECTED THE POEPLE TO
HAVE SEIZED THE OPPORTUNITY TO EXPRESS THEIR DISSATISFACTION SO
VIGOROUSLY AND EFFECTIVELY. - . - —

4. THOSE RESULTS WHICH WE HAVE SEEN FROM THE BALTIC STATES CONFIRM
AGAIN THE INCREASING POLITICAL POWER OF THE POPULAR FRONTS. IN
ESTONIA WHERE THE POPULAR FRONT ENDORSED THE PARTY LEADERSHIP,
VYALYAS AND HIHS COLLEAGUES SAILED THROUGH WITH PROBLEM. ACCORDING
TO ONE REPORT VYALYAS GOT 90% OF THE VOTE. IN LITHUANIA ON THE OTHER

PAGE 1
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HAND TWO OF THE THREE LEADING POLITICAL FIGURES IN THE REPUBLIC WERE
DEFEATED BY SAJIDIS-BACKED CANDIDATES, AND THE PARTY LEADER,
BRAZAUSKAS, PROBABLY ONLY GOT THROUGH BECAUSE HIS SAJUDIS OPPONENT
WITHDREW.

5. THE ELTSIN VICTORY IS EVEN MORE MASSIVE THAN HIS SUPPORTERS COULD
HAVE HOPED. APPROXIMATELY FIVE MILLION OUT OF THE 6.7 MILLION
ELECTORATE TURNED OUT TO VOTE FOR HIM. THIS RESULT WAS ANNOUNCED
BRIEFLY ON YESTEDAY EVENING'S TV AND THIS MORNINGS PRESS WITHOUT
COMMENT, WHICH SUGGESTS THERE IS, AS YET NO AGREED LINE TO TAKE. THE
UNPOPULARITY OF THE MOSCOW PARTY APPARATUS WAS FURTHER EMPHASISED
WHEN SAIKIN, THE MAYOR OF MOSCOW AND THE ONLY SENIOR FIGURE FROM THE
MOSCOW APPARATUS TO CONTEST AN ELECTION, FAILED TO GET THE NECESSARY
NUMBER OF VOTES.

6. FOR GORBACHEV THESE RESULTS PROBABLY BRING MIXED FEELINGS. I SET
OUT IN MY TELNO 521 SOME OF THE HEADACHES THE ELTSIN VICTORY WOULD
CAUSE HIM. THE FAILURES OF THE PARTY MACHINE IN OTHER REGIONS OF THE
COUNTRY INCREASE THE FORCE AND URGENCY OF QUESTIONS. GORBACHEV HAS
ALL THE AMMUNITION HE NEEDS TO ARGUE THE CASE FOR CONTINUED RADICAL
REFORM. BUT THE NEED TO RESTORE PARTY MORALE AND PUBLIC RESPECT FOR
THE PARTY MAY NOW SEEM TO HIM EVEN MORE PRESSING. IT IS NOT
IMMEDIATELY OBVIOUS HOW THIS CAN BE DONE. THIS MASSIVE VOTE OF
NO-CONFIDENCE IN THE PARTY ESTABLISHMENT WILL HIGHLIGHT FOR ALL THE
DANGERS OF MORE PLURALISM=—ON THE ECONOMIC FRONT IT WILL RAISE THE
QUESTTON AS TO WHETHER—SOMETHING URGENT NEEDS TO BE DONE TO PLACATE
THE CONSUMER. e e

7. MORE IMMEDIATELY, A WAY HAS TO BE FOUND OF HANDLING RE-RUN
ELECTIONS IF THOSE CONSTITUENCIES WHERE NO CANDIDATE GOT THE
NECESSARY NUMBER OF VOTES. NEW CANDIDATES WILL HAVE TO BE FOUND.
THERE WILL OBVIDUSLY BE PRESSURE, EG IN LENINGRAD, TO PUT FORWARD
RADICAL POLITICAL FIGURES WHO COULD FURTHER EMBARRASS THE PARTY
MACHINE. RE-RUN ELECTIONS HAVE TO TAKE PLACE WITHIN TWO MONTHS.

-— =
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410 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10022
Telephone (212) 759-8477  Telex 961775
Fax (212) 838-2163

Sir Gordon White K B.E

Chairman

27th March 1989
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I thought that the Prime Minister might be interested to see
this article following our conversation about how we could
help Soviet industry to improve.

With kind regards,

Charles D. Powell, Esq.

Private Secretary Foreign Affairs
Prime Minister's Office

10 Downing Street

London SW1

A Hanson Company
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PETER MOREN

Local dignitaries and a group of Soviet business people look over the shoulder of a Smith Corona worker.

Sovie

Business Delegation

Becomes Acquainted
With U.S. Products

By JOHN S. TONELLO

CORTLANDVILLE — Smith Corona
workers looked up from their assembly lines
with curiosity Tuesday afternoon dele-
gation of four Soviet Union business peo-
ple and several other dignitaries were
escorted through the Route 13 plant

The visit was to acquaint the Soviets with
the typewriter factory's production, prod-
ucts and people, a Smith Corona official
said. All four are representatives of Vnesh-
torgizdat, the 65-year-old Soviet company
that in December entered into an agree-
ment with Smith Corona to distribute elec
tronic typewriters and word processors in
the Soviet Union

Vneshtorgizdat — Russian for Foreign
Book Publisher — is the largest company of
its kind in the Soviet Union.

Today, the company’s representatives are
expected to be briefed on the detailed tech-
nical aspects of the Smith Corona products,
said Jim Tucker, Smith Corona vice presi-
dent.

“W
e held a training

session with them (Vnesh-
torgizdat officials) in
Moscow the first week of
December and received an
excellent response.”

— Jim Tucker,
vice president

““We held a training session with them
(Vneshtorgizdat officials) in Moscow the
first week of December and received an
excellent response,” Tucker said

The Soviet representatives included Viadi-
mir Prokopov, director general of Vneshtor-
gizdat, Maxim V. Vasilenko, Leonid A,
Zhestkov and Katarina Khoroshilova. The
group, along with an American lawyer
working in Moscow, arrived in the US. Sun-
day. All speak English,

“It's interesting,” Khoroshilova said of the
manufacturing process during the walking
tour of the Smith Corona plant. She admitted
jovially, however, that she and her col-

Tour Smith Corona Plant

leagues were suffering from some of the
effects of jet lag

1S, Rep. Sherwood L. Boehlert, R-Utica,
and Smith Corona President G. Lee Thomp-
son from company headquarters in New
Canaan, Conn among the dignitaries
posing for pictures and touring the Cortland-
ville facility with the Savie! Il

Smith Corona and Vneshtorgizdat officials
will combine their efforts in designing the
equipment expected to be marketed in the
Soviet Union, Tucker said. The typewriters
will have keys and print in Cyrillic — the
Russian alphabet, Word processors will give
user commands in Russian

No prototypes have been built yet, Tucker
saif.

Smith Corona, which employs about 2,150
workers al its 450,000-square-foot local
facility and 700 at its Singapore location, is
the world leader in the portable clectronic
typewriter market. It recently has begun to
expand into portable word-processing lech-
nology and already has established Euro-
pean markets

Vneshtorgizdat began exhibiting and
demonstrating Smith Corona products in
major cities throughout the Soviet Union in
mid-December, but David P. Verostko,
director of Employee Relations at Smith
Corona, said Tuesday it was too early to say
whether the Soviet trade agreement would
mean more jobs at the Cortlandville facility
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Foreign and Commonwealth Office

London SWI1A 2AH

22 March 1989

The Prime Minister's interview with Korotich, the
editor of Ogonyok, appeared in the edition published in
Moscow on 13 March. I enclose a facsimile copy.

We have checked the text against the transcript.
It is very full and faithful. The interview appeared
under a picture of the Prime Minister with Korotich, with
the headline "Freedom incurs responsibility". There was
no accompanying commentary except a sentence of thanks
to the Prime Minister and a reference to the benefits
of cooperation between different social systems.

We understand from the Embassy that the interview
has been widely read and appreciated.

%)L@\n Lo
RS

(R H T Gozney)
Private Secretary

C D Powell Esqg
10 Downing Street




Bbipaxas rnybokylo npuaHarenb-
HOCTb rocnoxe Maprapert Taryep 3a 3710
WHTEepPBbLIO, Mbl Hageemcs, 4TO OHO
YKPenuT B HaWuX YUTaTensx noHuMa-
HUe HenpenoXHoro akra: Auanor
ABYX COLManbHbIX CUCTEM, MOUCKU
83aUMONO 8 u wemcs
mMMpe FABNAIOTCA €AUHCTBEHHO BO3-
MOXHBLIM NyTeM pa3sBuTUA Npu BCen
CNOPHOCTM HAWUX B3AUMHbLIX OUEHOK.
EBponenckui, BCEMUPHbLIA AOM 4eno-
geyecTsa MOXeT CywecTBoBaTb NUlWb
B TOM Cny4ae, eCrfiu Te, KTO B HeM Xu-
Ber u Tpyautcs, 6yayr ycTpemneHsi
K COTpyAHu4ecTsy.

CONPAMEHA
OTBETCTBEHHOCTbBIO

FAX No: 270 3282

TO: J E Holmes Esq
Soviet Dept

FROM: A J Longrigg,

(Ogonyok No 11)

UHTEepBbLIO
npembep-MmuHucTpa
Benuko6putanumn
MAPTAPET T3TYEP
rMasHoMy pepaKTopy
wypHana <OroHek»
BUTANUKO KOPOTUYY

OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, 3HAIOWMWX, HTO, XOTA
3eMNA NPUHAANEKUT UM U UX CEMBSAM, OHU
B TO e BPeMA OTBETCTBeHHbI Nepej Apy-
MU,

WMEHHO Tak Haw CTPOW AOCTWr 3peno-
cTi. Y Bac xe 6biN UHOW NONUTUHECKUA
CTPOW, NpU KOTOPOM NIOAAM O6LIMHO yKa-
3biBaNU, 4TO UM HAAO AenaTts. Bawa oc-
HOBHaR TPYAHOCTb 3aK/IO43ETCH B TOM,
4TO XOTA B OyAyuleMm, Aa U ceavac 8 Ba-
wew CTpaHe HanAeTCA HeMano TanaHTNu-
BbiX W CNOCOOHBLIX NIOAEH, ABUCTBYIOWUX
C 4yBCTBOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTMU W rOTOBbIX
NPUHUMATL CaMOCTORTe bHbLIE PEeLWeHUA,
VM BCe eule NPeACTOMT NPUBLIKATL K NPo-
UCXOARWMUM MEepeMeHam.

Niogam Bceraa 6uino CBOUCTBEHHO NO-
6ausaTbCcA nepemen. fla U K TOMy Xe
cneayeT yMWTLIBaTb OrPOMHbIE MacluTate!
Bawen CTpaHbl. Hawum NOAAM HE3HAKO-
Mbl TPYAHOCTH C NONYHEHUEM CbipbA. Cka-
XEeM, YeNOBeK 33aBOAWT CBOE Aeno, 3HaerT,
rae 3akasatb Cbipbe. YBEpeH, HTO OHO
NoCTynuT bonee unNu MeHee B CPOK, MHa4e
nocTaswuky He u3bexars HenpuaTHO-
cTen. Y HEro HeT Hukakux npobnem c Ba-
NIOTOM, HEeoOX0AUMOW ANA ONNaTbl 33Ka-




MHTEPBBbIO, Mbl  HaMeemiH, iU unu
YKPenuT B Hawux Yutatenax noHuma-
HUe HenpenoxHoro axrta: pauanor
ABYX COUVANbHbLIX CUCTEM, MOWUCKK
B83auMOonNo; L uy
MMpe RABNRAIOTCA EAUHCTBEHHO BO3-
MOXHbLIM NyTEM palBUTUA NpM BCen
CNOPHOCTU HAWWUX B3aUMHbLIX OUEHOK.
EBpOneickui, BCeMUPHLIA OOM “eno-
BeYECTBA MOXEeT CyulecTsoBaTb NUlb
B TOM Cny4ae, eCnu Te, KTO B HeM XW-
Ber W Tpyautcs, GyayT ycTtpemneHbl
K COTpPyAHWYecTBy.

OTBETCTBEHHOCTbBIO

— Bam, BepoATHO, u3BecTHO, 4TO BbI
OYCHb  NONYNAPHLIA  NOMUTHYECKUA
Aearens 3anaga y Hac B8 cTpaHe. Bo
MHOrOM 37O CBA3aHO C aKTUBU3ayWen
KOHTaKTOB MEXAY HaWWMH CTPaHaMM,
¢ Bawwnmu scrpeyamu ¢ M. C. Fopbave-
obIM. Cyutaete niu Bbl, 4TO npoyeccsl,
npoxogauwme cewvac y Hac 8 Coser-
ckom Coro3e, CBA3IaHbI C XU3HLIO Ba-
WeA CTPaHbli W C XH3HBLIO NIO[EeA BO
scen Espone?

— [lymato. oMU npuBeayT K NnepeMeHam
KaK BO BCEM MUpE, Tak U B Xu3Hn Cosert-
ckoro Coro3a. HekoTopsie U3 pawux Tpya-
HOCTEH 3aKNIOHAIOTCA B TOM, 4TO B8bl Mbl-
TaeTech 3a OTHOCUTENbLHO KOPOTKUIA NPO-
MEXYTOK BpeMeHW OCyuleCTBuTb nepeme-
Hbl, HA KOTOpblE YyXOAAT MHOrWe roAabl.
B Hawen cTpaHe npouecc AemokpaTtuaa-
UuY yTBepXXAanca NoCTENeHHo, B TeveHue
MHOTMX NeT No Mepe TOoro, Kak cHavana
3HaTL OrpaHu4yunNa KOpoNescKylo BNacTb,
3ateM Hapog OrpaHuyMn BNAcCTb 3HaTH,
a nocne 3TOro war 3a WaroM Npoucxoaun
npoyecc NpefocTaBNeHWs BCeM rpaxaa-
Ham npasa ronoca No NPUHUMNY =0AUH
4Yenosek — OAuH ronoc». W, KoHeuHo xe,
y Hac B CTpaHe MioAu MOryT ronocosarb
3a nobble napTun, 0TAaBas npeanowdTe-
HWEe TOW WNW WHOW hopme ynpasneHus
CTPaHoW.

QJror
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AOBONLHO  3ATAXHOA

npouecc

CBOBOLA
CONPAHEHA

CTan pPeansHOCTbIO, MOCKONLKY WMEHHO
3T0ro xoTen HapoA. KOHe4Ho xe, HbiHelw:-
HEro ypoBHA [ieNOKpaTUu M 6NarococTos-
HUA Henb3A 6biNo 6bl nocTUYL 6e3 wupo-
Kux ceoboa, Hanpumep, c8060AbI OTKPLITL
COGCTBEHHOE Aeno, NYCTb AaXe NpU Ha-
NYYMM HEeBONBWOrD YUCNA OfPaHUYEHUR
W ONpeAeneHHbIX 3NeMEeHTOB NNaHMpoBa-
HWA.

Kpome TOro, BOT yxe MHOro ner dep-
Mepbl B Hawew CTpaHe NONb3ylTCA Npa-
BOM Ha BNageHue 3emMnei — NPasoM, KO-
Toporo Het B8 Cosetckom Cotoze. Owu
CamMu PewaloT, Y4TO UM CeATb W YTO Bbipa-
WMBaTh, AEPXKaTb U MONOYHBIA CKOT NN
osey u T.4. Bce 370 OHM pewaloT camu,
Kak W Kakylo NpoAyKuMio NpoaasaTth Ha
pbIHKE, FAe WM NPUXOAUTCS KOHKYPHPO-
BaTh C Apyrumu chepmepamu, 60poTLCs 3a
COXpaHEHWe CBOEA KNMEHTYpPbl Cpeau no-
CPe/AHUKOB, MOCKONbKY, KaK W3BECTHO,
KaX/bi CTDEMUTCH KyNuTb TOBap nyvwe-
rO Ka4YecTBa C Tem, 4TOObI 3aTeM WMeTb
BO3MOXHOCTb €r0 BbIFOAHO NEPenpoAaTh.

Bce oMM AonxHb 3360TUTLCA O Kaude-
CTBe CBOeW MPOAYKUMM — BeAb PAAOM Ha-
XOAUTCA Macca APYrMx KOHKYPUPYIOWMUX
C HWUMW nokynatened W npogasuos. Ho
onpedensiowuMu hakTopamu SBNAIOTCA
BO3MOXHOCTb CaMOMy NpuHUMATbL pewe-
HUA W CO3HaHWe TOro, HTO 3eMNA HMNK
APYroe UMyWecTBO NPUHAANEXUT WMEHHO

BaMm, 4TO Bbl Pa30puUTeCh, CNW Bawa Npo-
AYKUUR HE NOHPABUTCS NOTpeGUTenio, Y4To
€CNN Bbl 3afIOMUTE CIIUWKOM BbICOKYIO
UeHy WNU NPeanoXuTe TOBAp HNU3KOrO Ka-
YecTea, TO Baw NoKynartens TyT xe ynaer
K Apyromy npoaasuy.

VIMEHHO B 3TOM 3aKNIOHYaeTCA CyTb NoO-
HATUA, KOTOPOE Mbl HA3bIBAEM PbLIHKOM.
PbiHOK — 37O TO MecTo, Kyga Nnioav npu-
XOAAT, YTOOL! 0IHAKOMUTLCA C NEXAWUMU
Ha NpUNaskax TOBaApamv W NPULUEHUTBLCA
K HuM. Depmep unu Bnageney npwnaska
He 06aHKpOTUTCA NUWbL B TOM cny4ae,
€CNY CMOXET NPeAN0XNTb HYXHbIR TOBAP
XOpPOWero KayecTsa Mo NpueMnemon
yewe.

Motpe6oBanock MHOrO ner, npexge
Yem 3anag npuwen k atomy. A Bceraa
cyutana Gonbwon owubkon TOT haKT,
4TO NOCNEe OTMEeHbl KPenocTHOro npasa
uapckoe NPaBUTENbCTBO HE NOWNO Ha
NpeaocTasneHne  KpecTbAHaM  3emnu
B pa3Mepax, ROCTATOMHbIX ANA TOro, YTO-
Obl OHW MOrMU Ha HEA XUTb, CTPOUTH
AOMa, 00633BOAUTLCA CEeMbed, MNPOM3BO-
ATL NPOAOBONLCTBME HE TOMbKO ANA
ce6R WU CeMbi. HO # Ans oO6MeHa Ha npo-
AyKuuio apyrux npouasoautenen. Ecnu
6bl 3TO CNy4Mnocs, y Bac B ctpaHe 6bino
6bl CeA4ac OrpoMHOE YMCNO NIoAew, Npu-
BLIKWWX NPUHUMATL CaMOCTOATENbHbIE
PeWeHun, LAencTBOBaTb C  YyBCTBOM

VIR Uplmin Yiue AN IEPC e ey
MU

WMeHHO Tak Haw CTpo# AOCTWr 3peno-
CTWU. Y Bac @ ObiN WHOW NONUTU4ECKHA
CTPOW, NMPU KOTOPOM NIOARM OOLIMHO yKa-
3bIBANU, 4TO UM Haao Aenate. Bawa oc-
HOBHaA TPyAHOCTbL 3aK/IIO4ABTCHA B TOM,
4TO XOTA B OyAyuw/em, Aa U ceAvac 8 Ba-
weW CTpaHe HaMAETCH HeMANo TanaHTIu-
BbiX U CNOCOGHBbIX NOAleR, AEACTBYIOWMX
C 4yBCTBOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTU M rOTOBbLIX
MPUHUMATL CAMOCTOATENbHLIA PELEHUA,
WM BCE eue NPeaCcToOUT NPUBLIKATL K NPo-
NCXOAAWKM NepemMeHam,

NMiogsm Bceraa 6bIN0 CBONCTBEHHO NO-
6ausatbCA nepemeH. fla u kK TOMy xe
CNeAyeT y4uTbiBaTb OrPOMHbIE MacuTabbl
Bawen CTpaHbl. HawwM nioasM HeaHako-
Mbl TDYAHOCTU C Nony“eHuem coipbs. Cka-
KeM, YeNoBeK 3aBOAUT CBOE AeNo, 3HaeT,
rAe 3akasaTb Cbipb@. yBEpeH, YTO OHO
nocTynuT 60Nee unu MeHee B CPOK, UHaYe
noCTaBWuKy He wu3bexaTtb HenpUATHO-
cTed. Y Hero Het Hukaxkux npobnem c ea-
MIOTOW, HEOOXOAUMOX ANA ONNaTel 3akKa-
3aHHOTO CbIpbS, NOCKONbKY BOT yXe B Te-
YEeHWe MHOTMX NeT Hawa BanioTa ABNAeT-
cA c8060AHO KOHBepTUpyemon. OH 3HaeT
3apaHee, CKOMbKO KBaNUUUMPOBAHHBIX
pa6ounx emy noTpebyeTca, u roTos noA-
pRauTL ux. Mpasga, Npu Hanuuuu aocTa-
TOMHO BBLICOKOW KBanudukayuu paboqve
cKopee 8cero noTpebyioT OT NPeanpUATHA
unu pa6oToaatens BeCbMa BbICOKYIO Nna-
Ty 3a csow TpyA. B atom cnyuae pa6oto-
AaTens ckopee BCero ckaxer: =3Waerte,
A HUK3K HE MOry 3anNaTuTb Bam CTONbLKO,
CKONBKO Bbl XOTUTE, NOTOMY YTO CTOM-
MOCTb FOTOBOFO U3[e/IMA OKAXETCRA He no
KapmaHy nortpebutenio-.

Co BpEMEHEM Mbl CBLIKMUCH C TaKum
nonoxexvem sewen. OgHako u y Bac,
¥ B NOGOA APYrow CTpaHe HaugeTCA He-
Mano Niogen, KOTopuie NPeanoYuTanT He
3aB0AUTL CBO@ COOCTBEHHOE A8NO, Nona-
rancb NpU 3TOM Ha 6onee NpeanPUUMHMU-
BbIX, HA TEX, y KOr0 OHU MOryT MOMyH4uUThb
pabory.

3aKoHOAaTeNbCTBO  HAWeW  CTpaHul
onpegenseT OCHOBHbLI® YCNOBUA A0r0BOpPa
mexay paborogatenem w paGOTHUKOM,
npeanonarailouue, 8 4acTHOCTW, onnaty
TPYA3 PaGOTHUKA HE HATYPOW, @ HANUYHbI-
Mu. Pab0oTHUK AOMKEH NOMy4aTts CTONLKO,
YTO6bi OH MOr XUTb MO-4ENOBEHECKH,
a B CNy4ae He3aKOHHOTO YBONbHEHWA OH
vuMeeT npaso o6paTuTbCa B cyA. Ha kax-
Aoro paboTHuka pabotogatens BbiNNayu-
BaeT CTPaxoBOW B3HOC B CUCTEMy rOCy-
A3pCTBEHHOTO CTPax0BaHURA, NPUYEM He
TONbKO €  Y4eToM  BbiNnadvusaemon
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HY AW, Dawn @
YCKOPUTH 3TOT NPOYECC AOIMKHbLI yBEH:
YaThes yenexom. [locMoTpuTe, 4T0 npownc-
XOAWT B COCEAHNX C BAMW CTpaHax — une-
nax Bapwasckoro nakTa, cxaxem, 8 Bewr-
pun. A yBuAena B BEHrepckux MaraavHax
HamHoro Gonswe Tosapos no CpaBHEeHWUIo
C TEeM, YTO MHe 66IN0 NOKa3aHo B OAHOM
W3 MOCKOBCKWX yHMBEpCaMOB na W B Ha-
WUX MaraavHax ropasafo 6onsie ToBapoe,
YeMm y Bac.

©§1 yxe cka3ana, 4TO Bawv ycunua
NONXHLI yBeHuaTbcA ycnexom. B Gonee
KOHKPETHOM NNaHe, KaK MHe NpeacTaBsna-
eTCH, Bbl MOrNW Obl NEPENTH OT AOBONBHO
KECTKO PernameHTUpoOBaHHON KOMMYyHM-
CTUHECKOW CUCTEMB!, B YCNOBUSAX KOTOPOA
NIOAW HE MOTYT NpOABNATHL UHWLMATUBY,
a AenawT MWL TO, YTO UM NpUKa3aHo,
Kk 6onee cBO6GOAHOW 3KCHOMWKE, OTKPbI-
palouien ropasgo 6Gonee wwpokue BO3-
MOXHOCTW B NNaHe NPOW3IBOACTBA TOBA-
pos w ycnyr ¥ 8 uenom Gonee wwpokue
BO3MOXHOCTV ANA nogen. Bece ato BO3-
MOXHO, HEOBXOAUMO MWL HEMHOTo Tep-
neHuA, YTO6bI 3TO NONYHHNOCH, @ O TOM,
4YTO 3TO BO3MOXHO, rOBOPAT COOLITUA,
NPOVCXOARAUMEe B COCEAHWUX C Bamwu CTpa-
Hax.

Cen4ac ypoBeHb XU3HW pRaa cTpaH no-
HU3WNCA U3-3a TOro, MTO OHW NpPUAEPXU-
BAIOTCA CWCTEMbl, B YCNOBUAX KOTOPOW
NI0AY AENAIOT NULWL TO, YTO UM NpUKa3a-
HO. CKONBKO e OT 3TOr0 yBsAaeT v rub-
HeT TanaHToB W cnoco6HocTen!

Y Hac NpUHATO CYMTaTbL, YTO Moryule-
CTBO ¥ NPECTWX CTpaHbl 3aBWUCAT B nep-
BYI0 OMepeab OT TanaHTa u CNocoBHOCTeNn
ee Hapoaa. Bmecto Toro, 4To6bl noaa-
BNATL 3TU CNOCOGHOCTH, FOBOPUTL NIOAAM,
uUTO UM Hesb3an Aenartb TOro-T0 U TOro-To,
WM Hafo pa3pewartb genatb BCe, NpW yc-
noBuM, YTO TPyAOBans AEATENbHOCTL He
6yneT CTaBvTb NOA Yrpo3y 3A40poBbe
W XU3HL NIOAEN, YTO BbiNyCKaemble ToBa-
pbi 6e30NacHb! AN NIOAEGA U OTBEHAKDT UX
pa3yMHbIM NOTPEGHOCTAM, NpU ycnosuv
NOOWPEHUA KOHKYPEHUUK U nukeuaauvn
MOHONONWUU B NGON 06NACTU, NOCKONLKY
MoHONONUA HeatheKTUBHa W NPUBOANT
K nnoxum peaynbratam. Mpu cobnoaeHnu
BCEX ITUX YCNOBUN NYCTb NIOAN 3aHUMAIOT-
CA Tem, UTO uMm Gonbwe no aywe. Umen-
HO TaK MOXHO A06UTLCA Gonee BbICOKOTO
YPOBHA Xu3HW, Gonee NonHoro yposne-
TBOpeHns noTpeGHocTen noaen. Beab
4YTO MOXET Bbi3BaTh Yy NOAEA YyBCTBO
60NbWero yaoBNeTBOPEHUA, Yem NoHUMma-
HWe, MTO 4YenoBexk paboTtaer Cc NONb3oW
ans cebn, YTO OH WMeeT BO3MOXHOCTbL
caMm onpejlenuTs, Kak emy AencTeoBath
fAanble, Kakylo NPoAYKUMI0 NOCTaBuUTb Ha
IBIHOK, CKaxem, B cneaywouwem roay?

LI

4TO B HEM Cpady Xe packpbiBaeTcs “eno-
BeK He3ayps/Hbli, OrPOMHOTO MYXXecTea,
BeCh ycTpemneHHbi 8 6yayuiee ceoew
cTpaHbl,  06NAfAIWMA  aHANUTUYECKUM
CcKNAafoM yma, YTO NO3BONAET emy npa-
BUNLHO aHaNW3aUPoOBaTh WU yCTPaHATL Bbl-
ABNEeHHbIe HeNOCTaTKW.

XOTA 3TO M HEe Takoe yX peakoe xave-
CTBO y NONUTUHECKOrO AEATeNs, UMEHHO
OHO BbIAEGNAET €r0 CPean Npovvx Naen
KaK NoNuTUKa, BNUAIOWero Ha opMupo-
panve Oyayuiero, y6exaeHHoro B8 npa-
BUNBHOCTW BLIGPAHHOTO MM Kypca, obna-
Aalouero My»ecTBoM, Heo6x0AUMbIM ANA
TOro, 4To6bI AOBECTH AENO A0 KOHUA, y6e-
MAEHHOTO B TOM, 4TO 3TO AACT HapoAay ero
CTpaHbl BO3MOXHOCTb XUTb ropa3fo nyd-
we, NOYyBCTBOBaTL CeO6A HACTOAWMUMYU
NONHOUEHHBLIMU NIOABMKU, Y KaXAoro u3
KoTopbIX 6yAeT 4yBcTBO COBGCTBEHHOrO
AOCTOMHCTBA, BO3MOXHOCTL  NPOABUTHL
CBOW TanaHT, BOCNONL30BATHCA CBOWUMM
npaBamu. 30€Cb HYXHO CKa3aTb ewe BOT
4TO: KOrAl@ CTPOMWL NNaHbl Ha Gyayuiee,
Ha 6onee otpanexHoe Gyayulee, Kak 310
fAenana s W Kak aTo0 AenaeTr OH, Henb3an
OTKNOHATLCA OT HAMEYEHHOro Kypca, Kak
6bl TAXENo Te6e HW NPUXOAUNOCH B KaX-
AbIA KOHKPETHbIA MOMEHT. Hanpumep, Bbl
BbICTyNaeTe 3a peakoe NoBbileHne Kave-
cTBa NPOAYKUMM, Gpakyete nNPOAYKUMIO
HeAOCTaTOMHO  BBLICOKUTO  KauecTsa.
B 3TOM Cnyvae Ckopee BCero Npousonpet
cnepylouiee:  NPOM3BOACTBEHHbIE  NO-
Ka3aTenu HauWyT NON3TW BHW3, 6O
Bbl 6paKyeTe HekayecTBEeHHyl0 NPOAYyK-
UMIo. A NPOM3BOAVTENAM NPOAYKUWM Tpe-
GyeTcs BpeMA ANA PEWeHUs NPOU3BOA-
CTBEHHbLIX NPOGNEeM, CBA3aHHbIX C 3aKyn-
KOW Chipbs, OnNpeaeneHuem NponM3soanuMo-
O acCOPTUMEHTA W YCTAHOBNEHWEeM CTOU-
MOCTH NPOAYKUWN.

C 4eM MHe NpUWNOCL CTONKHYTLCA?..
Pacxoab! CTpaHbl B UENOM OKasanwuch
CNVIWKOM BbICOKUMM, Mbl TPATUNW AEHbIM
He Ha TO, 4TO0 Ham 6bINO HEO6X0AUMO,
y Hac 6bINO CIMWKOM MHOFO OfPaHUHEHUA.
OTciofa BO3HWK W Uenbid PAA TPyAHO-
cTen, BeAb HEKOTOPbIE NOHUMAIOT  [EeMO-
KpaTuio  cnepylowum 06pa3om: «[-xa
Tatuep, A ronocosan 3a Bac ¥ 3a Bawy
napTuio, a Tenepb, Baw Yepeq caenate
4T0-TO ANA MeHar. OT AeMOKPaTUK Hude-
ro He ocTaHeTcs, ecnu cneposBaTb NPWH-
uuny: «Ycnyra — aa ycnyry, BeAb A 3a 8ac
ronocosan». Her, U3 Takon AeMokpaTui
HUMEro He BbIRAET, POBHLIM CHETOM HUYe-
ro.

[leMoKpaTus He 03Ha4aeT OXuaaHue ot
rocyfapcTBa Kakux-T0 nopaqer. [lemo-
KpaTWA O3HauaeT Takoe NpasuUTenbcTeo,
KOTOpOe AaeT BO3MOXHOCTb TPYAUTLCA

TONBLKO YNOPHBIA TPYA, HO W, CKAXeM, BO3-
MOXHOCTb UMETb B CBOEM panoHe ny6nu-
Hyl0 6MO6NMOTEKY, KHUrM KOTOpOR GyayT
AOCTYNHbI BCeM, GyayT Aasatb BCEM 3Ha-
HUA U OTKPLIBATL NEpes NIoAbMU HOBbIe
BO3MOXHOCTH. NaBHbIM (HaKTOPOM ABMO-
Kpatuu nABNABTCA BO3MOXHOCTb 33HU-
MaTbCA CaMOCOBEPLWEHCTBOBAHVEM, NONY-
UNTb NPOHECCHIO, CKAXKEM, UHXeHepa, ya-
HaTb 0 6OraTcTBax Mupa, NO3HAKOMUTBLCH
C BENUKUMW NPOU3BEAEHWUAMU UCKYCCTBA
W nutepatypsl. OTCl0Aa WM CTpemnexve
nioaei OTKPLITb y cebs B paioHe Xopo-
wylo 6ubnNUoTeKy.

A BCnep 3a 3TUM y NioAeR BO3HUKaeT
TAra K NyTEWEeCTBUAM, XenaHue nocmo-
TpeTb MUp, NpobyxaaeTcs Ayx rpaxaaH-
CTBEHHOCTYW, NaTpnoTnama. B cTpawe, rae
NnIoAn  AEACTBYIOT € YYBCTBOM OTBET-
CTBEHHOCTH, BO3HMKaeT 0OWecTBO, ABU-
XUMOe “yBCTBOM 06U ER OTBBTCTBEHHO-
CTH, CO3HaHWEM TOrO, 4TO obecneyuTs 06-
wee 6NarocCOCTONHUE MOXHO NUWbL NyTem
YAOBNETBOPEHWUA 3anpocoB noTpebuTens,
noBbLIWEHUeM KayecTsa npeAnaraeMmbix
TOBapoB. HyXHO yMmeTb XOpOWO HWUHWUTL
6OTUHKM, XOPOLUO WHTHL OAGXKAY, NPOU3BO-
AYTb NPOAOBONBLCTBUE BLICOKOrO Kaue-
ctea. Tonbko NyTem obecneyenvs Gnaro-
COCTOSHWA APYrMX MOXHO 06ecneuuts
u ceoe cob6cTBeHHOe 6NarococTonHWe.
3peck BCe MOCTPOEHO Ha B3aUMHOCTH.

-1 Mop6aves noHuMaeT, 4YTO BCe CO-
BeTckve nwoan mornu Gbl XuTb ropasno
nyHwe, 4TO ANA 3TOr0 A0CTATOYHO NPeao-
cTasuTh cBOGOAY ABWCTBUA BalUM TBOP-
YECKU MBICNAWMM, WHUUMATUBHBLIM - NiO-
AsM. MOHSATHO, YTO BCE CKONOM BPSA N1
HauHyT aKTMBHO 3aHWMaTbCA NpeAnpuHu-
maTenscTeoM. Ho A0CTAaTONHO KOMY-TO

HayaTh, KaK K HUM NOTAHYTCA MAcchl Nio-

pei, BCe OCTanbHble 4neHbl obuecTea.
-1 Fop6ayes NOHUMAET, 4TO NUHHAA CBO-
60/Aa YeNOBEKAa B COHETaHWN C NonuTHYe-
CKMMM CBO60AAMW AEMOKPATUYECKOro 06-
wecrsa U NpyU Hanuynu 3KOHOMUYECKUX
cB060A MOryT CO3/\aThb BbICOKWA YPOBEHL
martepuansHoro 6narococtosHus. Bepgp
wMmeHHo cBoboaa AenaeT [OCTOWHOA U OC-
MbICNEHHON XW3Hb KAXAOro “enoseka.
-1 Fop6ayes nNoHMMaeT, 4TO emy NpuUaeT-
CA CTONKHYTBCA C HEeKOTOPbIMK TPy AHO-
CTAMW, HO OH He TepseT Bepbl B NIOAEN.
Beab Korga oHn yBWAAT OTKPbIBaOWMECs
nepea HUMK BO3MOXXHOCTWU W BOCNONbL3Y-
IOTCA UMW, XKU3Hb HAYHET MEHATLCA B Ny~
Wylo CTOPOHY.

JKuaHb yxe HauuHaeT AOBONbHO CTpe-
MWUTENbHO M3MEHATBCA B Ny4Wyl CTOpO-
Hy, CKaxxem, B BeHrpuu, rae niogsm yaa-
nock Koe-4ero AobuUTLCH eue B 3noxy
BpexHesa u AHAPONOBA, KOTA3 OHW NONY-

MOXHO NUWbL NyTeM nepemMeH, nyTem wne-
NONL3OBAHWA WX B CBOMX WHTEpecax, no-
CTOAHHO YCTPEMNASACL NPU 3TOM B ByAay-
wee. YpepeHa, 4TO HUKTO He 3axouer
BEpHyTLCA B Npownoe, rae He 6bino Hv
Paavo, MY TENEeBUAEHWUS, HU asuanyTele-
CTBUNA.

MNepeMeHbl  TpebyioT aHanuTu4eckoro
cKNaaa yma, Npo3opNUBOCTM, MYXecTBa
[ns ux OcywecTeneHus Heo6xo0auMbl Bpe-
MA W Bepa B nonbay nepemed. Ho seaw
CMBLICN KW3HW U COCTOMT B NepemeHax,
Befb NEPeMeHbl NMO3BONAKT KAXAOMY M3
Hac NPOSIBUTL CBOWM OCOGLIR TANaHT, cBoU
CNOCOBHOCTM....

— ..M BBINONHNTL HameveHHoe?

— Yem panbwe Bbl 3arNAabIsaeTe
B Gyaywee, Tem 6onee BbICOKME LENW Bbl
cTasuTe nepes Co60A WU CBOWM HapOAOM.
Ho HW OAWH reHepan He B COCTOAHWM
BOEBaTL B OAUHOMKY — OH AOMKEH yMeTb
yBnekatb 3a co6ow NioAew, Kaxabin U3
KOTOPbIX AOMKEH B TO Xe Bpems CO3Ha-
BaTh NOMb3y CBOErO NUHHOMO BKNapa. To
@ Camoe NPOUCXOAUT U B NONUTUKE.

1 yacto 3apal0 ceb6e BONpPoc, Kak Obl
A cebs noBena, OKaXWCb Ha ero Mecte.
Beﬂh U A MHOrAa NPUHUMAaK Kaxkoe-T10 pe-
WeHue, a NOTOM HAYUHAKD OT Hero oTKa-
3bIBATHCA, COMHEBATLCA B TOM, NpUHECcaT
N 0HO NONbL3Y. Bce 3TO NPOUCXOANT NOTO-
My, 4TO B rny6uHe AyWwW OCTAKTCH COMHE-
HUR, YAACTCA NU A0BECTH A0 CO3HaHUA
floaen NPaBUNBHOCTL NPUHATORO pele-
HUA.

...MHOre NpeAnoYMTAIOT YXOAUTL B Ha-
CTHbIA cexTop. Ho Beab HyXHbl U yyuTe-
NN, ¥ BPAYMW, ¥ YMHOBHUKK, A3 K TOMY X8
KBANMUUMPOBAHHBIE YUHOBHUKY. PaboTa
HanaeTCA ANA KaXA0ro, OAHAKO MaKcu-
ManbHylo NOMb3y MOXHO W3BNEYb B TOM
cnyyae, ecnu ofnagaowme 60NblWKM Ta-
NAHTOM U CNOCOGHOCTAMM NioAU Nony-a-
10T BO3MOXHOCTb 3aHUMATLCA CBOWM fe-
noM, 6yAb TO B NPOMBIWNEHHOCTU WUNK
Toprosne. MIMeHHo TorAa OHU CMOryT Nno-
BbicuTb obuwjee 6narococTonHve, yBne4b
CBOUM NPUMEPOM APYTUX, NO3BONUTL BCEM
pasfenuTb NNOAbI WX NpeanpuHUMaTe -
CKOW fIBATENLHOCTH.

B Hawen cembe 018y Obln TBEPALIM,
pewvTenbHLIM YenoBexoM, A3 W MaTb,
nopTHuxa, obnapana 60NbWOA TBEPAO-
CTbio xapaxTepa. VIMeHHO NO3TOMy OHW
W pewunu OTKpbITb COGCTBEHHOE ABno.
Mpasaa, OHO ObINO HeGONbWWM, Apyrue
3aTeBany 4ena wu NOKPYnHee.

— A MOXHO N COBMECTHTL 0653aH-
HOCTH Degyuero NoNUTHHEeCKOoro geare-
19 C YMCTO 4Yer10BeYecKUMH pafocTs-
mu?

— fymarwo,

370 BNONHE BO3MOXHO.
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XOTH UNeHLI MOGH CeMbU W PA3OPOCALI
No BCEMy CRETY, Mbl OCTAEMCA O4eHb
GNAUIKUMU NIOALMU W GONBILE BCEIO Pajay-
@MCA, KOMAa COOMPABMCH BMECTE Ha POX
ABCTREHCKUE UNK APYIWe GoNLWKe NPasa-
HUKU. Mol HauuHaeMm 0OMeHUBATLCH Mac:
COM BNEYATNEHUA, FNADKHOE B KOTOPLIX —
MbiChH 0 Byayuiem

HeKoTopble CHUTAoT, UTO NPaMbOP:MU-
HMCTP CTpanbl xuaeT o flonaone Ha Nay-
HUAHr-cTpUT, 10. D10 He conceM Tak B oc-
MOBHOM  4ACTH  3AaHMA  YCTPANBAIOTCH
OPULMANBHBIE BCTPEYUN W NPUEMBI. A XKW-
Nble  NOMEUBHUA  HAXOASTCA  HABepxy
Y MaC OMOML YIOTHAR, CKPOMHO 06CTaB-
nenHan keaptupa. MocTOAHKONW NPUCNYry
Wet. Kaxawi Aenb ybupate Keaptupy

VOPUXOAMT HyARCHARN KEHUWHA, OHeHb aK-
KypaTHO ¥ TI@TENLHO BLINONHAKWARA ACE
caou obnsanHocT. Hea Hee Ham NpocTo
He OGONTUCH.

Ho ecnu s 0CTalCh BEYEPOM C MOUM
My®eM [IeHHUCOM AOMa, @ BO3BPALIAEMCA
Mbl [AOMOW A0BONBHO NOZAHO, MHE NPUXO-
[MTCH HOCTUCH Ha KyXHIO, UTOOKI NPUroTO-:
BUTL YXUH. Mie 3710 O4eHb HpaBuTCs,
W A HO OTPLIBAIOCH OT PBANLHOW XKU3HU
MNOPON NPUXOAUTCA XOAUTH U MO Marain-
HaM. WU poolule 8 crapanch noYaule Gbl-
BaTh Ha YNUUE, HA CBEXEM BO3AYXe

Y MeHA 8CTb CBOW UabUpaTenbHbii OK-
pyr. Q10 OfPOMHBIA NNIOC ABMOKPATH'@-
CKON CUCTEMBI. 51 ObIBAIO TAM NO NATHULEAM,
NPOBOXY, KakK NPasuno, BOCEMb WNW Ae-
BATL BCTpeY. MNpUXoAUTCA nocewarts aa-
BOAb, YHPEKABHUA, AOMA ANA Npectape-
neix, 6eceAoBaTL C MONOAEXbLIO. MpoBo-
Xy Tak HadbiBaemuie «sevepa BcTped
¢ nabupatenamuy, 3anucaslvecs Ha npwu-
M XUTONW MOETO MabUpaTenskHoro okpyra
B Heceax Co MHO! yNpeKaioT MeHA B TOM.
4TO NPABUTENLCTBO HEe BbINONHAET 06e-
WaHUA NO OCYUIECTBNBHUIO TeX UKW UHbIX
NPOrpaMm, Ha KOTOpble W3bupatenu sHec-
NU Kakylo-T0 4acTb caoux cpeacts. Mpw-
XOANTCA 3aHNMATLCA BCEMU ITUMKU BONPO-
camu B paboyeM NOPsIAKE, YTO ONATL-TAaKU
NO3BONABT MHE HEe OTPLIBATLCA OT peant:
HOW AEWCTBUTENbHOCTH

Takke No NATHWLAM Y MeHs ObiBaloT
NO@3AKWU B APYrUe PanOHLI CTPaHBI, U A Ta-
KUM 06pPa3oM HAXOXYCb B NOCTOAHHOM
KOHTaKTe C TPYAAWMMWCA.

Camoe 0nacHoe — 3T0 OTIOPOANTECA
OT NIoAieR, 0TOPBATLCA OT HAPOAA, yTPa-
TUTL € HuM €BA3b. O4eHb BaXHO “yB-
CTBOBATL CEO6RA HACTUHKOW HApPoAad, He
anpblBaYh C HUM KOHTAKTOB Aaxe npu
noeankax 3a rpanuiy. B ceoe Bpema

MO@Io OTuUa uHrepeconanu MOXAYHAPOL
Hble COOLITUA U MBI UX B COMbE OXKUBNEH-
Ho obeyxaany. Koraa Hadanack BowHa,
Mbl HUMYTH He COMHeBanucL B NpanoTe
Hawero pena, B TOM, YTO HeNnLin No3aBo-
NATH TUpany ll[‘li‘ll\Mll) HCOM MUPOM

CunTan, U10 Mbi nocTynunu npanun.-
HO, CBOGBPEMONIO  JAHABWKCL  PAAOM
(hyHaaMeHTanbHbIX Hay HbIX paapaboToK
Boab ecnu Gbl Tutnep nony4un B coon
PyKU AABPHOO OPYXWe paHblie Hac, aTo
o3Havano bl KPyLWeHue CHO()O[\I-I nO BCEM
MUpe, A NONMYMWNOCH XKe, Kak A uHorad
ropopuna 06 aTOM, HaXOANCL B Fepmanum,
uto [epManun BHoBb o6pena ceoboay
B 1945 roaly, B A@HL OKOHHAHUA BOWHbLI

Cenuac HaMm NPUXOAUTCS 3aHUMAaTLCA
W ApYrMMU  NpoGnemMamu, npoGNeMaMu
OKPYXAKOWEA CPO/ALI, NBPEHACceNaHHOCTH
B MUpe 3a BPEMA MOBU MUIHWU HACBNEHWE
MUpa yABoMnocL, A1o Npou3ouwno 6naro-
AAPA NPOBOAWBLIUMCA B MUPE MEAULIMH:
CKUM UCCNBAOBaHUAM, B TOM “MUC/10 U UC-
CNOAOBAHUAM, OCy.llEC‘BneHNbIM HaWUMK
ABYMA cTpanamu. OHW Aanu NopasnTenb:
Hble peaynsTatel. B AHrAMIO NO npurna-
WEHUKD KOPONescKoro MQRM[(MNCKO'O 006~
wecTea npueaxan KPyNHbIA  COBETCKUA
UMMYHONOr, € KOTOpbIM # Gecepopana
0 Hay4HbiX UCCNeAoBaHWAX. Kpome TOro,
A nobuisana y sac B Llentpe nceneposa-
HUA NO KpucTannorpadguu, YTo ANA MOKA
nNpeACTaBNAeT 0cobbLIn MHTEPec, NOCKONb-
Ky A B CBO@ BPEMA 3aHAManach kpucran-
norpadmenn. MeAuUMHCKUEe UCCNeA0BaHUA
103BONMAK NOGEAUTL HeKoTOopble Gonea-
HU, COXPaHUTL HKW3Hb C)Onhl.UGMy Konuye-
cTBy NIoABN, 06ECNeYUTL HOPManbHbIe yC-
NOBUA KUIHW U B TPONNUBCKUX PanoHax.

HayuHble uccnegosanus 8 o6nactu
CeNbCKOTO XO3ANCTBA NO3BONAIOT  HaM
NPOMABOAUTL  [JOCTATOMHO  NPOA0BONb:
CTBMA ANA BCEr0 HaceneHwa Mupa —
puca, nweHnLp!, Msica u T. A. Ceadac Mox-
HO NPOKOPMUTL OT 7 A0 8 mMunnuapAos
yenosek. Ho B CBA3N C 3TUM BO3HUKAIOT
W onpeAeneHHbie Npotnemb.

Hopas nepepopan TexHonorus obeene-
YWNa NPOPLIB He TONMbLKO B KOCMOCE, HO
W B apyrux o6nactax. Coaaanbl Npekpac-
Hble aHeproaobeisalowue oTpacnu, orpom-
Han xumudeckan npoubiwnenuocm B 10
K@ BpeMs, A06bIBAA HeTb U YIoNb, KOTO-
pble HaKannMeanuch B TE4eHWe Munnuap-
0B NBT 4 KOTOPLIe Mbl PAacxojyeMm B Te-
HeHWe BCEro NULb HBCKOMNbKWX AeCATUNE-
TUA WNK, CKAXeM, CTON@TUA, Mbl CUNbLHO
3arpaanAem atMocdepy nNnaHerbl. 3ty
npoﬁnaMy HaM Takxe HeOﬁXOAMMO pe-

[O/b! BOWHBLI, W 51 HAKOr AR He 3a6y/y, 410
Mbl 0NYCTUNM OCHaGnenme Hawero 06o-
POHHOIO NOTEHUWANE NOCNE NEPHROA MUPO
BOIA BOWHLI. Mens Toraa ewe He Gbino Ha
caeTe, HO NIOAWU TOTO BPEMEHU IHANW, HTO
EPRAR MUPODASt BOUHA ObINa NOUCTUNHEA
YKACHON, M 3TO OLING ABACTBUTENLHO TAK
XOTA NPUMEHANNCH TONBKO OOLIMKBIO BO
opyxonua, Ewe 60nbume yxackl npu-
WNOCH UCMBITATL HAPOAAM B NOCNEANHeH
oo, Bee 210 ObINO HACTONLKO YKACHO,
UTO CEAYAC MUP aHAAT — ATO HE AONKHO
noBTOPUTLCA

Mbl TOrpa AoNYCTUNM ocnabnenue Ha-
wero 060POHHOIo NoTexuuana K snacrtv
8 Fepmanun, npuwen urnep, KOTOPbIK
Bce 60Nble U 6oNbILe yKPennan repMan
CKYI0 BO@HHYIO MOUL. Ml e Aymany, 4To
NpanoTa Hawero AeNa cama no cebe Ao-
CTATOMHA, HO 3ATEM, 3HAUNTENBHO NOIKE,
NPUWNO NOHUMAHUE, HTO U HAM HaA0, NPU:
HEM OMBHL OBICTPO, KPenuTh Haw 060poH-
HbIA noTeHuuan

BO3IMOXKHO, HAM CNeAoBanc ato cAe-
nath pawbuie — BCEM BMecTe o0wnaav-
HWUTBCA W 3assuTb [urnepy: «Ecnv 8ol
HauUNETE BOAHY, Mbl OOLEAUHWMCA B GOpb:
66 NpoTue pAC U NoGeaum». Ho aToro Mol
He caenany. OH e pacnpannasncs ¢ Hamu
NOO/MHOMKE, NOKA B KOHLE KOHUOB Mbil HE
BbIHYKAEHBI ObINY NPU3HATL, YTO Tak OH
wac pcex noGeput. CHavana oM 3axBatun
Aasctpuio, notom Cyperckylo obnactb
B YexocnopakuW, W Ka3anoch, 4To IT0
Bce, K uemy oW crpemutca. Ho aatem
Hemelukue ROUCKa BOwNW B MNpary, a Mbl
N0-NP@XHEMY OTKaabiBanuch 0T 6opbObI
MNocne atoro on aTopres 8 Monbwy, U TyT
Yy Mbl CKazanu «Xpaturin

B 3TOM BbIpa3unace Bepa Hawero Hapo-
Aa B cBOGOAY. Mbl Hauanu BOMHY 3a CBO-
6oay APYrOfo HAapOAaA, 3HaA, Y10 BCAU Mbl
He 3auuTum ero csoboay, T0 BOUHa CKOPO
NPUAET U K Ham. OAHAKO Mbl, KaK A yxe
ropopuna, A0NYCTUAM ocnabnexve Hale-
0 06OPOHHOTO NOTEHYuana. UmMewHo no-
aTOMy A HUKOrAa He Aonyuly, 4106bI 3TO
NPOM3OWNO BHOBL. XOTA CO BPEMEHU BTO-
POV MUPOBOW BOWHbI HE 6bIN0 HU OAHOTO
KPYNHOTrO  KOHbNuKTa, npouzowno 140
APYrUX  KOHPNUKTOB — BoeTHam, "Ko-
pen..— 140 KOHDNUKTOB MBXAY cocen-
HUMWU HApoAamu

B Mupe LWWPOKO PacnpocTpaHeH Teppo-
PU3M, ECTb XKECTOKUE NMI0AW, KOTOpbIe ANA
[IOCTWKEHUA CBOEA LENU roToBbI UCNOMb:
308aTh Opy*ue. MyTb K COXPAHBHUIO MUDA
B TOM, 4TOObI ACHO CKajaTb NOTEHUUanb:
HOMy arpeccopy — B Cny4ae HanajeHus

oUrpaeT. VIMEHHO MNO3TOMy Mbl CO-

HA B HeCTh HAawew ll(l(l”]\l»l n OGuipn, Ha
anaNHoA BuTeon 3a Anrnuio. Utak, Mol
pLICTOANU. .. B bOWHY BCTYNUNK CUWA, Fnr-
nep wanan Ha Conerckuu Coioa B nawen
06ue#h Gophhe HaM NPUIINOCL 0TAATHL BCE
chown cunel. BeaAbL Y HOMLOND OLINO MHOMO
l)[ly)‘(MFl. U OHK ObINKU X(J(HJIIIMMM conpara
MU

TpyaHo npeayraaatb, OTKYAA npuaeT
cneaylowan onNacHocTb, ATO MOryT Oka-
AATLCA NIOAK, IAUHTEPECOBAHHLIE B NPO-
wanoacrae XUMUHOCKOTO O[)y)‘(Mil Ha
Braumiem Boctoke, a pefb XuMuieckoo
OpYMWE MMBAT KpanHe ryOUTenbibio no-
cneacteun, (10aToMy NPUXOAUTCA NOCTO
Ao ObiTh HAYEKY, NOAJIEPKUBATL Ha
AOMKHOM yposHe CHOW BOBHHLIA NOTOHLU-
AN U B TO MO BPAMA BOCTU NEPEroBopbl,
‘llO()hl He ')‘IRVHH. Ha nr;opymmmn CTONW
KO, CKOMbKO CEAYAC NPUXOAWUTCA TPATUTH
B 10 we BpeMA HOOOXOAWMO COXPaHATHL
ybepenHocTs B 6830NacHOCTH coook cTpa-
Wbl, B TOM, YTO Y BAC @CTb COIO3HUKU, Ha
KOTOPBIX MOXHO NONOKUTLCA B CNy4ao
HanaaeHus

JlencTBuTenbHo,  NONOKEHUe cewqac
auicnaauT  Gonee  OGHAAEKUBAIOUIUM
51 paja BWAGTHL W BCErAa NPUBRTCTAYIO
BCA TO XOPOURE, HTO NPOUCXOAUT B MUDE,
cMenble, Aanexo uayume nnabl. [pu
ATOM 5 NOHUMAI0, HTO HACTOALIUM NONUTH-
KOM MOMET ObiTh NWWL Yenopex, o6na-
/IAI0UKA  NEPCNBKTUBHBIM  MbIWNBHUBM,
YNOPHO CTPEMALIMACA K OCYUleCTBNBHUIO
CBOUYX NNAHOB, NYCTb AAXE HA 3TO NOTpe-
6yetca 10 unu 6onee net. B 10 xe BpoMA
MBI /IOMKHBI OCTABATLCA CBOBOAHBIMA,
HeMban AONYCTUTH PA3pyWeHus GacTuo-
HOB CBOGOAL!

— Csobopga
CTBEHHOCTBIO....

— Y 3T0r0 U3pedenua [ixkopaxa Bep-
nappaa Loy ecTb ¥ NPOAONKEHNa: «NoaTo-
My-TO MHOrMe U 6oaTcA een. U ato Aewn-
CTBUTENLHO TaK

MHorue nioav y Bac B CTPaHa He Npu-
BLIKNU K OTBETCTBEHHOCTU U BOATCA ee
Ho ecTb Apyr¥e, KOTOpbie NpuseTCTBYyOT
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb, W WMMEBHHO C TakhMu
NIOABMU MOXKHO BCErAa UATH Bnepes Be-
NMKME GUTBLI UCTOPUK ObiNK BbIMrPaHbl,
BENUKKMEe WKONbl hUNOCOMUU U penurum
6biNK CO3AAaHLI TOPCTKOW NIOAEH, KOTOPbIe
yNoOpHO WM BNEpe/, ysnekas 3a co6oi
BCe HOBLIX W HOBbIX nocneaoBarteneh
WMEHHO Tak Mbl AobUNKce nporpecca

— Kak Bbi gymaere, Oyaer nu XXI
pex nyvwe,vem XX? Byayr nv nyquwe
MUTL HaWH BHYKU?

— $ 61 OTBETHMNA HA BAW BONPOC Cre-

conpaxena ¢ orper-




»y TaK HajbiBaemnie «peyepa  pBorpey
c nabupatenaMus. 3anNUCaslivecs Ha nNpu-
@M XUTEeNU MOero n3bupatensHoro okpyra
B 6ecejax CO MHOW ynpekaloT MeHs B TOM,
4TO NPaBUTeNbCTBO HE BbLINONHAET obe-
wauui no OCYUIeCTBNEHUIO TeX UNK UHbIX
NporpamMM, Ha KoTopble uabupatenu aHec-
NU KaKylo-TO 4acTe ceoux cpeacts. Mpu-
XOAUTCA 3aHUMATHLCA BCEMU ITUMKU BONPO-
camu B paboyem NopsaKe, HTO ONATL-TAKK
NO3BONAET MHE He OTPLIBATLCA OT peans-
HOW AEUCTBUTENLHOCTH

Takke No NATHULAM Yy MeHs 6biBaloT
noa3nxkv B Apyrue pafﬂONbl CTpaHbl, U 1 Ta-
KM 0()[)830'4‘ HaxoxXycb 8 MOCTOAHHOM
KOHTaKTe C TPyAAWUMUCA

Camoe onacHoe — 3T0 OTrOpOAUTLCH
OT N0Aew, 0TOpBaTLCH OT Hapoga, yTpa-
TUTb C HUM CBA3b. OYeHb BaXHO HyB-
cTBOBATL Ce6R 4YacTWUHKOW Hapoaa, He
npepsbiBath C HUM KOHTAKTOB Aaxe npuy
noeaakax 3a rpaluuy. B ceoe Bpems
MIOAW Yy HAC CHUTANW, YTO MeXAyHapoa-
Hble Aena ux He kacalTcA. Ho ato Hesep-
Ho. Beab MbI TOXe noctpaganu B Tex
MHOTOHMCNEeHHbIX BOWHAX, KOTopblie Gyuwe-
BanNu BO BCEM MUpe Tak 410 MexayHa-
POAHLIe Aena OKa3biBaloT CaMoe Henoc-
PeACTBeHHOe BO3/IeNCTBUE Ha XU3Hb NIo-
Aew BO BCEX CTpaHax, MoryT 06epHyTbCs
ANA HUX U Pa3pylUeHUAMU, W Tpareauen
WMEHHO NO3TOMY Mbl AOMKHBLI NOAACPKH-
060OPOHHLIA  NoTeHuuan,

BaTh MOUWMHKIA
C TeM 4TOGbI HUKTO HUKOTAA He ocMmenwun-
€A Ha Hac HanacTb. TONLKO Tak MOXHO
NOCTPOMTL MUP, BECTW NEPeroBopbl O ero
yKpennexuu.

Ho atum BHEWHue CBA3U CTpaHbl He

wucuepnbIBalTCA. Ham npuxoautcs Bce
BpeMs MoKynatk B APYrux cTpaHax ToBa-
pbl U Cbipbe, KOTOPbIX HaMm He xsarvaer
Mo3aToMy TOProBNs, a BMECTe C Hen KOH-
KYPEHUMA UMeloT 6onbuoe 3HaveHve.

B MUpe NOCTOSIHHO NPOUCXOAUT O6MEH
TOBapaMu U NoAbLMM — BefAb ANA TOro,
4TO6b! yBUARTL YyAeca ceeTa, Heobxoau-
MO nyTewecTBOBaTh. Tak yX ycTpoeHa
XW3Hb. XOTAT NyTewecTBoBaTh W MONO-
Abie noau. MNoHumas, YT0 Mbl BCe ABNA-
8MCR XWTENAMU OAHOW NNaHeTsbl, MONo-
AeXb XOueT yBuaeTb CO6CTBEeHHbIMKU rNa-
3aMmy, 4YTO Ha 3TOW NnaHeTe NPOWCXOAWT,
nOroBOPUTL C POBECHUKAMW W3 APYrUx
cTpaH.

B roab! Moe#d IHOCTU NMyTewecTBoBanu
Mano, NOCKONbKy He 6biN0 ANA 3TOT0 HU
TEXHUHECKNX, HW MaTepuanbHbix BOIMOX-
HOCTeR. 1 pocna B 04eHb TAXENoe BpeMs,
BPEMA CTAHOBNEHWUR rUTnepuama. Mb!
KOEe-4TO 3HanNu 0 TOM, HTO NPOUCXOAWUT
B OKPYXXaloweM Hac Mupe, XOTA U Xunu
8 He6oNbLWOM ropoake. [leno B8 Tom, 4To

6

CTBY NOAEK, OLECNEUNTH HOPMANLHLIE YO
NOBUA XKUIHWU U B TPONUHECKUX paﬂouax

Hayuxble wuccnefosanuna B8 obnactv
CeNbCKOTO  XO3AWCTBA NO3BONAIOT  HaM
npov3BoAnTL nAocTatouHo npoAoBONL-
CTBUA ANA BCEro Hacenewus wMupa —
puca, nweHuupl, Maca v 1. 4. CeAvac Mox-
HO NPOKOPMUTL OT 7 A0 8 munnuappaos
yenosexk. Ho B CBA3U € 3TUM BO3HUKAIOT
W onpeaeneunHbie Npo6nemsl.

Hosasn nepefosan TexHonorus obecne-
4nna NpopeLiB He TOMbKO B KOCMOCEe, HO
v B Apyrux o6nactax. Co3aaHbl npekpac-
Hble aHeproao6bIBalouMe 0TPacny, OrpoM-
Han XuMuU4eckKas NPOMbIWNEHHOCTh. B 1o
Xe spems, Aobbiean HedTh U yronk, KOTo-
Pble HaKannUBanuCh B TeHeHWe Munnuap-
£0B_N1eT ¥ KOTOpble Mbi PACXOAyeM B Te-
YeHWe BCero MWb HeCKONbKUX ecATUNe-
TUA UNK, CKAKEM, CTONETHUA, Mbl CUIBHO
3arpaaHAem atmoctepy nnadersl. 3Ty
npo6neMy Ham Takxe Heob6xoaumo pe-
ware Bmecte

Ckaxy, 4TO Ham O4eHb NOBE3no, Y10
Mbl KWBEM UMEHHO B HaWe BPeMs, BPEMA,
Koraa nepes  KaxAabiM  OTKPLIBAKTCA
CTONb WUPOKWE BO3MOXHOCTUA ANA Nposi-
BNEHUA CBOEro TanaHTa v crocobHocTen.
Haposam mupa nopa HanagvTb ropasao
60nee TECHbIE CBA3U B peleHud BONpo-
COB COTPyAHU4ECTBA, YTO NO3BONWT 3HA-
YUTENLHO NOBLILUTE YPOBEHbL MU3IHU He
TONLKO B MarepuanbHoM nnaHe, HO
W B NNaHe NUYHOro yaQBneTBopeHun oT
COBMECTHOro Tpyaa

Hawe Bpems — 370 Bpema 60NbWOTo
€03uAaTensHoro noTeHyuana, BpeMs, Ko-
raa, 8 4em A rnyboko ybexpeHa, noaa-
BnAlowWee 6GONbWUHCTBO NioAeR Hawewn
nNaHeTb! WMEeKoT BO3MOXHOCTL 3aKali4u-
BaTh pabo4ui AeHb C HyBCTBOM 3aKOHHOW
rOPAOCTH, 3HAs, YTO OHU MPUHECNU Ka-
KYI0-TO MONb3y, HTO Ux pabouui [AeHb
He nponan 3ps, Y4TO OHU XOPOWO BbINON-
HWUMK CBOIO PaboTy, 3a KOTOPYIO OHW NONy-
yat xopowyio onnarty. OT atoro ynyuwa-
©TCA HacTPoeHue, NOCKONbKY BOKPYr ce6s
BUAMWbL TOMbKO XOPOLWMUX NIOAEH, TONbKO
xopowee.

JleMoKpaTus BaXkHa, NOCKONbKY OHA Mo-
3BONAET PacCHUTHIBATL HA TO, YTO BOKPYF
Te6s byayT TONbKO XOpowwe nau, XoTA
YeNoBeK NOHUMAeT, YTO WMEIDTCA U NNo-
Xue nioAv, cosepwalowue AypHbie no-
cTynku. U BCe e rnasHoe B TOM, 4TOGbI
NO3BONUTL KAXAOMY 4enoseky NpPOABUTH
CBOW Camble Ny4ylwue Kavectea, a He no-
AaBNATL MX.

— Ho gna aroro Heobxogumo, 4To-
6b! Ha Hawen nnavere 6bin mup. Euje
pebeHKOM A 3acTan BOAHY...

— Moe AetcTBO NPUWNOCL TOXEe Ha

11oC/Ie 31010 04 BTOPICS A | lonswy, v TyT
yX Mbl cKazanu: «Xpatut!s

B 3TOM BbIpa3unack Bepa Hawero Hapo
Aa B cBO60AY. Mbl Ha4anw BOWHY 3a CBO-
604y APYrOro HapoAa, 3Has, 4T0 ecny Ml
He 3awuTuM ero csoboay, TO BOWHA CKOPO
npuaet u k Ham. OAHAKO Mbl, Kak A yxe
roBopuna, AoNycTuNu ocnabnewve Hawe-
ro 060pOHHOro notexyuana. UMeHHo no-
3TOMY A1 HUKOTAA He Aonyuly, 4To6bl 3T0
NPOU30LWNO BHOBL. XOTH CO BPEMEHW BTO-
PO MUPOBOW BOWHLI He GbINO WA OAHOrO
KpynHoro koHbnukTa, npoudowno 140
APYrux  kKoHnukTos — BbetHam, “Ko-
pea..— 140 koHhNUKTOB Mexay coce/-
HUMKU HapoAaMK.

B Mupe WWPOKO pacnpocTpaHed Teppo-
PU3M, ECTb XECTOKUE NIAU, KOTopble ANns
AOCTUXEHUS CBOER Uenu roTosb! UCnosb-
308aTh opyxue. [yTb K COXpaHeHnio Mupa
B8 TOM, 4TOOb! ACHO CKa3aTb NOTEHUUan.-
HOMy arpeccopy — B Cny4ae HanageHws
OH npourpaeTt. VIMEHHO NO3TOMY Mbl CO-
30anV HawW KpynHble COo3bl — Be/b
B OAUHOMKY HE BbLICTOATb,— WU HAa BpPeMsa
OHWU COXPaHATCA

Tem He MmeHee Mbl xoTenu 6ul onpeae-
NEHHO 3aABWUTb, 4TO ecnu Mbl Gyaem Be-
CTU NEperoBopbl, 3TO NO3BONUT Ham NOA-
AEPXKUBATL HAALKHLIA 060POHHBLIN NOTEH-
uman Ha 6onee HU3KOM ypOBHE.

MoTeHyuan 3ToT Ham B NOOM cny4ae
HEeo6XoAuM — a BAPYr YTO-TO CNYYUTCA
W NOSIBUTCH KaKOM-HUOYAb HOBOABMEHHbLI
AvkTaTop. Beab cenyac notpebyeTcs 3ua-
uuTensHo 6onbwe BpemeHu, yem B 1939
rogy, AN CO3AaHUA COBPEMEHHOTo Opy-
%uA. Kpome TOro, Hafo NOCTORAHHO Cne-
[AUTb, 4TO6bI KTO-HUOYAb He CKPbIN Kakue-
nM60 BOOPYXEHUA, KOTopble Mornu Gbl
6biTh IhHEKTUBHO UCNONL30BAHLI NPOTUB
Hac. A ANS 3TOr0 HaM HeobXOAUM KOH-
TPONt

Mpoasurasce BNepes, Mbl UCNONb3YeM
OnbIT NPOWNoro. Kak A yxe ckasana, Mol
NOHWMANW, YTO HaM NPUAETCA BOEBaThb
¢ MMTNepom, KOTOPbIA NOTOM Hanan u Ha
CoseTckuit Colo3. Mbi xe Bce npoaonxa-
NU MEeANWUTL, XOTA BUAENY, Kak BCA EBpo-
na okasanace noAa Bnactbto Mmrnepa. Me
BCE Pa3ayMmbiBanu, HanageT OH HA Hac
WU HeT, MoGUNU3YR NPy 3TOM BCE pecyp-
Cbl ANA TOro, 4TO6bLI AAaTb CaMbl pPelwu-
TeNbHbIA OTNOP Bpary, eCny OH XOTb OA-
HOW HOTOW CTYNWT. Ha Hawy 3eMnio. B KoH-
Ue KOHLOB OH Hanan Ha Hac ¢ BO3Ayxa,
npu4eM y Hac 6bIN0 3HAUUTENLHO MeHblue
camoneToB u netuukos. W Bce xe 6pu-
TaHUbl 0KA3anuch CambiMu xpabpbiMu net-
YUKaMU B MUPE ¥ NOMOI/TM HaM BLICTOATH
1 A0 cuX NOp NOMHIO TOPXECTBEHHYI
cnyx6y B UepkBu, koTopas 6Gbina ycTpoe-

HeNL3A AONYCTWTL PadpyleHsus GacTuo
HOB cBOGOAB!

— Csobofa conpsxexa ¢ orsBer-
CTBEHHOCTBIO....

— Y atoro uapeuenun [xopaxa Bep-
napaa Loy ectb u npoponxenne: «noaTo-
My-TO MHOrue u 6ostca eer. U ato pen-
CTBUTENBHO Tak

MHorue nioau y Bac B CTpaHe He nNpu-
BLIK/IU K OTBETCTBEHHOCTU U BOATCR ee
Ho ectb aApyrue, KOTOpble NPUBETCTBYIOT
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb, U WMEHHO C TakuMu
NI0ABMU MOXHO BCer/a uaTu Bnepen. Be-
nuKue GUTBLI UCTOPUW ObINK BbIMIPaHbI,
BeNUKUEe WKONbI UNOCOUU U penurum
6bINV CO3AAHLI TOPCTKOA NIOAER, KOTOPbLIe
YNOpPHO WNM Bnepea, yBnexkas 3a cobow
BCEe HOBbIX M HOBbIX nocneaoBaTened.
VMEHHO Tak Mbl A06MNUCHL Nporpecca.

— Kak Bbl gymaerte, 6yper nu XX/
vex nyywe,vyem XX? byayr nu nyvwe
XUTb HAWMW BHYKU?

— # 6bl OTBETUNA HA BAW BOMPOC cne-
Ayoumm 0o6paszoM. Ha nportsaxenuu Bcen
WUCTOpUN NoAU NUBO POXAANUCL AUKTATO-
pamu, NUBO CTAHOBWNUCL WMW, 3aXBaTbl-
Bas BNAcTb 6NAroAaps CBOEMY NU4HOMY
06asHUI0 U NPUBNEKATENLHOCTY, A 3axBa-
TWB BNACTb, UCMONL3OBANWU ee ANA yrHe-
TEHWS NIoJen.

Ham cneayet caenatb Tak, 4To6bl HU-
Kakou HOBOABNEHHLIX AUKTATOP HE CMOr
YTBEPAUTBLCA Y BNAcCTH, a ANA 3TOr0 Ham
HeobxoauMa onpeaeneHHan cuna

B 3TOM NOANUHHBIA CMBICN 33WUTbI CBO-
6oabl B NpaBosoMm obwectse. [leAcTeu-
TensHo, B XX| Beke cuTyauus Ookaxetcs
6Gonee obHaaexusaouen. UasectHo, oa-
HaKO, YTO B MUpE NPOAONXKAIOT NPOUCXO-
[MTb KECTOKWE KPOBONPOMUTHLIE CTOMK-
HoBeHus, Hanpumep, Ha Bnuxxem Bocto-
ke, rae 6biN0 4 unu 5 Takux CTONKHOBE-
HuA. B x0Ae WPaHO-UPaKCKOW BOWHbLI
BHOBb 6bINO NPUMEHEHO XMMUYECKOoe Opy-
XHe, KOTOPOe He WCNoNL30Banocs B No-
cneaHen MUpoBOW BOWHe. 3TO Bbi3biBaeT
OrPOMHYIO TPeBory. Mbl A0NXHLI A06UTL-
CH Takoro NONOXEHWR, NPU KOTOPOM Nio-
6o noTeHuuansHbiA arpeccop 6yaer 3a-
paHee 3HaTb UEHy arpeccuu U TO, 4TO OH
HUKOrAa He BbiraeT nobegutenem.

BykBansbHO HECKONLKO CNoB, 4To6b! 3a-
KOH4UTL HAlW Pa3roBOP O COXPAHSAIOWWXCH
TPYAHOCTAX. 3peck yMmecTHo 6bino  Obl
BCNOMHWTL CNOBA, CKA3aHHbIe YUHCTOHOM
Yepuyunnem B Cambid pa3rap BOWHbI:
«Hawu TpygHOCTH, Haww npobnems!
OrPOMHB, HO NYCTb XOTb WHOTAA nepej
HaWWM B30POM OTKPLIBAKTCA 3anuTble
conHuem sepwunbi». A 6bl nocoeeTosana
BCEM MOMHUTL 3TU CNOBA

— Bonswoe cnacubo 3a beceny.
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From the Minister

PRIME MINISTER
EXPORTS OF GRAIN TO THE USSR

I mentioned to you yesterday the proposed deal with the USSR for

the purchase through trade channels of around 1 million tonnes

of UK grain to be announced at the time of Mr Gorbachev's visit:

This 1is complicated by other action we are contemplating.

Given the relatively low UK harvest in 1987 and 1988, there are

”*‘7

only llmlted quantities of UK grain whlch Could be shipped before
thls year 's harvest. We could not comfortably spare any feed

wheat, without the risk of creatlng problems for our own livestock

1ndustry We have, however, been pre551ng the Commission to

fa6111tate for, this deal the sale of over 500 thousand tonnes of

UK barley in 1ntervent10n and supplementary sales of up to 250

thousand | tonnes from the free market. We env1saged EhH R Ehen

RUSsians mlght be persuaded to accept the balance of the supply

in the 1aftef”hﬁlf,0f thegyeapifollowing the harvest. The

arrangements for the proposed sale could go to the Cereals
Management Committee in April with a view to shipment in the

period May/July.

I have, however, been considering whether it is wise to continue
to pursue these arrangements in the Community in view of
p0551b1e other developments which could affect 1mports of essential

supplles for compound animal feeds as well as any grain 1mports




SECRET

which may be necessary to supplement our own end-of-season
stocks. This would inevitablyﬁput”seyere pressure on dgrain
supplies and prices. We would lay ourselves open to se&g}e
criticism if, in those circumstances, we had agreed to export

substantial volumes of barley to the USSR.

I have, therefore, concluded that the best way of proceeding
would be not to continue to seek the necessary arrangements in
the Community at this stage, but to take stock of the position
in the middle of April, when we will have a better idea of the
risk of serious problems at the ports. We should, therefore,
seek, during Mr Gorbachev's visit, to agree in principle on a
further major USSR purchase of grain from the UE, but to make

clear that this may need to be met from grain from the 1989

harvest. This would nevertheless constitute an important step

towards the agreed target of increasing Anglo/Soviet trade by
40% by 1990.

I am copying this minute to Sir Robin Butler.

JOHN MacGREGOR

Ministry of Agriculture,
Fisheries and Food
22 March 1989




UNCLASSIFIED
051060
MDADAN 1738

UNCLASSIFIED

FM MOSCOW

TO DESKBY 181030Z FCO

TELNO 476

OF 1809467 MARCH 89

AND TO IMMEDIATE CABINET OFFICE

AND TO PRIORITY WASHINGTON, PARIS, BONN, UKDEL NATO
AND TO PRIORITY EAST EUROPEAN POSTS

MY TELNOS 472 AND 473: SOVIET UNION: CC PLENUM ON AGRICULTURE:
CONCLUDING REMARKS

1. AS EXPECTED, GORBACHEV WOUND UP THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE PLENUM OF
15-16 MARCH WITH A SHORT SPEECH (PUBLISHED ON 18 MARCH) ON THE NEW
AGRICULTURAL INITIATIVE. WE STILL AWAIT PUBLICATION OF THE DRAFT LAW
ON LEASING. GORBACHEV WELCOMED THE CONSENSUS FOR RADICL REFORM
MEASURES AND DESCRIBED MOST THE MOST IMPORTANT ELEMENT AS BEING THE
DISMANTLING OF THE CENTRALISED ADMINISTRATIVE SYSTEM IN AGRICULTURE.
ATTITUDES TO UWNERSHIP AND PRODUCTION WOULD NEED RE-DEFINING AND MORE
WOULD HAVE TO BE DONE TO WORK OUT THE DETAILS OF THE VARIOUS
PROPOSALS. BUT THE PLENUM HAD SUCCEEDED IN LAYING THE BASIS OF A NEW
AGRICULTURAL INITIATIVE. —

o b e
2. ON THE QUESTION OF STATE/REPUBLIC AUTHORITY OVER FARMS, HE
STRESSED THAT THE STATE SHOULD SEEK TO FULFIL ITS NEEDS NOT BY THE
SYSTEM OF COMPULSORY STATE ORDERS BUT ON A CONTRACTUAL BASIS WITH
FARMERS (CZECHOSLOVAKIA WAS CITED AS AN EXAMPLE TO FOLLOW). BUT HE
REJECTED THE THE PROPOSAL OF THE LITHUANIAN FIRST PARTY SECRETARY
THAT UNION REPUBLICS SHOULD BE FREE TO SET THEIR OWN PRICES FOR FO0O0D
PRODUCTS. REPUBLICS WOULD HAVE LIMITED POWER OVER SEASONAL GOODS
PRICES (FRUIT, POTATOES AND OTHER VEGETABLES) BUT PEOPLE HAD TO BE
PROTECTED FROM "/B}CING ANARCHY ' ' . ~ GORBACHEV SAID THAT THE PLENUM
HAD CONCLUDED THAT IT WAS NOW NECESSARY TO TINKER WITH PRICES NOW.
HE REPEATED THAT RETAIL-PRICE REFORM WOULD NEED 2-3 YEARS

PREPARATION, AND WOULD NOT PROCEED BEFORE THE PUBLIC HAD HAD A CHANCE
TO AIR THEIR VIEWS. -

—_—

3. HE CONCLUDED WITH A LENGTHY DIGRESSION ON THE GENERAL NEED TO
IMPROVE HOUSING, SERVICES AND SOCIAL AMENITIES AVAILABLE IN THE
COUNTRYSIDE. CREDIT GRANTED BY THE BANKS FOR BUILDING INDIVIDUAL
HOUSES HAD DOUBLED LAST YEAR, GIVING AN IDEA OF THE SCALE OF THE
HOUSLEE\QEMIWﬁT_—ﬂUWE—ICSO NEEDED TO BE DONE TO MAKE BUILDING
MATERIALS AVAILABLE. OF COURSE, HE ADDED, THE TOWNS HAD PROBLEMS
PAGE 1
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T00. BUT HE WOULD PUT THE PROBLEM OF AGRARIAN REFORM IN FAER ST PLACE.'

BRAITHWAITE

DISTRIBUTION

ADVANCE

SOVIET INTERNAL/SOVIET ECONOMY MR RATFORD
HD/SOVIET RESIDENT CLERK

PAGE 2
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PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL

BRITISH EMBASSY
MOSCOW

Sir Percy Cradock GCMG

10 Downing Street

LONDON

SWIA 2AA 16 March 1989

\92&_E Pﬁ@ﬂj/

il When we met last month during Kamentsev's visit,

I floated the thought that you might like to make a
brief familiarisation visit to Moscow at a suitable
moment. I did not have a chance to discuss this in the
FCO, but am copying this letter to Patrick Wright, John
Boyd and David Ratford.

26 You and they will obviously form your own view on the
value of such a visit. But from the angle of this Embassy,
I think it would be a useful addition to our schedule of
contacts and consultations with the Russians this year,
given the right timing. The Russians will undoubtedly
have taken a close interest in your appointment to No.10,
and will have a broad idea of the scope of your job,
including your role in coordinating the Intelligence
fraternity. I see this as an advantage, rather than the
opposite. I think it would guarantee a high level of
interest in seeing you, and perhaps access to parts of the
Soviet machine that we reach infrequently, if at all. I
would hope to use your visit to widen and reinforce the
bridgehead we have been trying to make into the Central
Committee. I would also expect senior MFA officials to
want to meet you. (We would have to consider carefully
how to respond to any suggestions of a meeting with the
KGB. Although my American counterpart has called almost
accidently on Kryuchkov, my present inclination is that
we should not rush into the same game. I am far from sure
that the balance of advantage would lie on our side) .
other area which you might explore would be the academic
fringe of the Soviet policy-making machine - viz leading
Institutes, such as IMEMO, the Institute of the United
States and Canada, and the Institute of Europe. These
people are much closer to the policy-making machinery here
than their opposite numbers in London. It would be
particularly useful if, through your visit, we could from
a clearer impression of the way the Soviet leadership
receives coordinated advice on foreign affairs, security and
defence. At the moment, we can do little more than guess at
the interplay between the Foreign Ministry, the Central
Committee and related agencies.

PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTTAL HE)
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3% Since we met, I have looked at the schedule of visits for
the remainder of the year. From now until the beginning of
June, there is not much daylight. We have a window in the
second and third weeks of June, btween two Ministerial visits.
If you were able to come,that might be a good time. I would

not recommend that you should come here between mid-July and
mid-September, because of the Soviet holiday season. If mid-June
is not possible, I hope that you might be able to come in the
Autumn.

s

/

C 0%
dzc

Rodric Braithwaite

Sir Patrick Wright KCMG, PUS
D J E Ratford Esg CMG
J Boyd Esg CMG

PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL
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FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY

DEFENCE CONTACTS WITH THE SOVIET UNION
A K te?

et
Thank you for your helpful mjfdute of 10th March. I am quite

happy for you to proceed, as proposed, on issuing an invitation to
Yazov to visit this country later this year. 1If, of course,
Mr Gorbachev takes the initiative in issuing an invitation, I would

very much like to take advantage of it.
28 We will now also proceed with arrangments for my visit to
Hungary and are looking at dates in early September. I will, of

course, keep you informed as this progresses.

I am copying this to the Prime Minister and to Sir Robin Butler.

(k.

Ministry of Defence
lé March 1989

CONFIDENTIAL
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FM MOSCOW -

TO DESKBY 161600Z FCO

TELNO 459

OF 161547Z MARCH 89

INFO IMMEDIATE PARIS, BONN, WASHINGTON, UKDEL NATO INFO IMMEDIATE
EAST EUROPEAN POSTS

CENTRAL COMMITTEE PLENUM: GORBACHEV'S SPEECH ON AGRICULTURE:

COMMENT

SUMMARY

1. DESPITE THE BUILD UP, NOT AN EXCITING OCCASION. NOT SURPRISING
AS THERE ARE DIFFERING VIEWS IN THE LEADERSHIP (PARTICULARLY BETWEEN
GORBACHEV AND LIGACHEV) ON THE DIRECTION OF AGRICULTURAL REFORM
SHOULD TAKE. THE SPEECH SHOWS HEAVY SIGNS OF COMMITTEE DRAFTING, BUT
LEANS SUBSTANTIALLY MORE IN THE GORBACHEV RATHER THAN THE LIGACHEV
DIRECTION. BUT IT IS UNLIKELY TO PAVE THE WAY TO THE BREAKTHROUGH ON
FOOD SUPPLIES THAT GORBACHEV NEEDS.

DETAIL

2. THIS PLENUM HAS BEEN BILLED FOR SEVERAL MONTHS AS AN OCCASION ON
WHICH MAJOR DECISIONS ON THE FUTURE OF AGRICULTURE WOULD BE TAKEN.

IT IS TAKING PLACE AGAINST THE BACKGROUND OF THE POLITICAL PRESSURES
GENERATED BY THE ELECTION PROCESS, AND RENEWED SPECULATION ABOUT THE
STRENGTH OF GORBACHEV'S POSITION. IT WAS PRECEDED BY WHAT WAS
VIRTUALLY A PUBLIC ROW BETWEEN GORBACHEV AND LIGACHEV ON AGRICULTURAL
POLICY. IN AN ELECTION ADDRESS IN OMSK ON 2 MARCH LIGACHEV BLUNTLY
CRITICISED SOME ASPECTS OF GORBACHEV'S POLICY ON LEASING: AND FIVE
DAYS BEFORE THE PLENUM HE EMBARKED ON A DEMONSTRATIVE VISIT TO PRAGUE
WHERE HE AGAIN MADE CLEAR HIS BELIEF THAT COLLECTIVISED AGRICULTURE
COULD WORK WITHOUT ANY RADICAL RESTRUCTURING PROVIDED IT GOT THE
NECESSARY RESOURCES. AS ONE JOURNALIST CONTACT HERE SUMMED UP HIS
VIEWS - ''I HAVE SEEN THE PAST AND IT WORKS . '

3. DESPITE THE BUILD-UP, WE HAD BEEN LED TO BELIEVE BY SOVIET
CONTACTS HERE NOT TO EXPECT ANY MAJOR BREAK-THROUGHS AT THE PLENUM.
JUDGING BY THIS SPEECH, THIS WAS WISE ADVICE. ON THE TWO MAIN ISSUES
FACING THE PLENUM - THE REFORM OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE STRUCTURE OF
AGRICULTURE (IE THE FUTURE OF GOSAGROPROM) AND THE INTRODUCTION OF
LEASING - IT DOES NOT TAKE THINGS VERY MUCH FURTHER. NEVERTHELESS,
IT WAS A MAJOR POLICY SPEECH - PROBABLY THE MOST IMPORTANT ON
AGRICULTURE FOR SOME YEARS. IT HAD CLEARLY BEEN AGREED WITHIN THE
POLITBURO BEFOREHAND, AND SHOWED ALL THE SIGNS OF COMPROMISE AND
COMMITTEE DRAFTING. FOR THE FIRST TIME THAT WE CAN RECALL FOR A

PAGE 1
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MEETING OF THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE, THE SPEECH WAS SUBSEQUENTLY SHOWN
IN FULL ON TELEVISION. IT WAS READY BY GORBACHEV WITH, AS FAR AS WE
CAN JUDGE, FEW IF ANY DEPARTURES FORM THE AGREED TEXT.

4. THE SPEECH WAS HONEST ABOUT THE GRAVE DEFICIENCIES OF SOVIET
AGRICULTURE. GORBACHEV NOTED THAT THE GAP BETWEEN SOVIET AND WESTERN
STANDARDS WAS WIDENING RATHER THAN NARROWING AND HE NOTED THAT
ANYTHING BETWEEN 20 AND 4OPERCENT OF PRODUCTION WAS STILL BEING LOST
BECAUSE OF MISMANAGEMENT. GORBACHEV ALSO WENT FURTHER THAN HE (BUT
NOT ACADEMICS) HAS GONE BEFORE IN ACKNOWLEDGING THE TRAGEDY OF
COLLECTIVISAITON. MILLIONS, HE SAID, HAD BEEN TORN AWAY FROM THE
LAND AND DIED IN CAMPS OR EXILE.

5. ONE DAY THE KEY DISAGREEMENTS BETWEEN GORBACHEV AND LIGACHEV
CONCERNS THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN LEASEHOLDERS AND THE COLLECTIVE
FARM STRUCTURE. LIGACHEV ANDMANY OTHERS ARE CONCERNED THAT IF
FAMILIES OR GROUPS ARE ALLOWED TO LEASE LAND AND OPERATE OUTSIDE
COLLECTIVE FARMS EG IF BANKRUPT FARMS ARE TO BE HANDED OVER TO THEM,
THIS WILL UNDERMINE AND DISCREDIT SOCIALISED AGRICULTURE. AS
LIGACHEV SAID IN OMSK - '"'IS THIS WHAT WE CREATED SOCIALISM FOR?''

IN THIS SPEECH GORBACHEV FIRMLY DEMOLISHES THE ARGUMENT (WHICH, IN A
CLEAR REFERENCE TO LIGACHEV, HE DESCRIBES AS ''ENTRENCHED'') THAT THE
PROVISION OF MORE MACHINES, FERTILISERS AND INVESTMENT WILL SOLVE THE
COUNTRY'S AGRICULTURAL PROBLEMS. HE DEMONSTRATES REGION BY REGION
THAT PAST INVESTMENT HAS NEVER PAID OFF IN TERMS OF INCREASED OUTPUT.
NEVERTHELESS WHEN HE COMES ON TO LEASING HE TREADS VERY CAUTIOUSLY.
HE SAYS THAT THE MAIN DIRECTION OF LEASING MUST TAKE PLACE WITHIN
COLLECTIVE AND STATE FARMS - THOUGH HE ADDS THAT THERE MAY BE CERTAIN
OCCASIONS WHEN THIS WOULD NOT BE APPROPRIATE. BUT HE STRONGLY RULES
OUT PROPOSALS THAT COLLECTIVE FARMS SHOULD BE DISBANDED.

6. PREDICTABLY, GORBACHEV SAYS THAT A MAJOR RESTRUCTURING OF THE
AGRICULTURAL PRICING SYSTEM ON MORE MARKET-ORIENTATED LINES MUST WAIT
A FEW YEARS AND, IN PARTICULAR, UNTIL THE COUNTRY IS READY FOR A
COMPLETE OVERHAUL OF THE RETAIL PRICE SYSTEM. THE MEASURES HE
PROPOSES TO INTRODUCE FORM 1 JANUARY NEXT YEAR, HOWEVER, ARE A MODEST
BUT SENSIBLE STEP IN THE RIGHT DIRECTION. THE INTRODUCTION OF SOME
SEASONALITY INTO BOTH STATE PURCHASES AND RETAIL PRICES FOR FRUIT AND
VEGETABLES WILL ENCOURAGE INCREASED OUTPUT WITHOUT ADDING TO THE
HEAVY BURDEN OF AGRICULTURAL SUBSIDIES. SEASONALITY WILL IN PRACTICE
MEAN PRICE RISES AND THE LEADERWHIP WILL DOUBTLESS BE WATCHING WITH
CONSIDERABLE INTEREST THE PUBLIC REACTION TO THIS. THE DECISION TO
REDUCE THE NUMBER OF PRICING REGIONS WILL MEAN A REDUCTION IN THE
UNECONOMIC ATTEMPTS AT REIGONAL SELF-SUFFICIENCY - BUT WILL PLACE A
STILL GREATER BURDEN ON THE BACKWARD STORAGE AND DISTRIBUTION
SYSTEMS.

7. GOSAGROPROM IS TO BE ABOLISHED: BUT WITHIN SECONDS GORBACHEV
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ANNOUNCED THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A NEW ORGANISATION, 'THE STATE

COMMISISON FOR FOOD AND PURCHASES.'
UNION WILL SAY - ''PLUS CA CHANGE.''
WILL BE SMALLER THAN THE GROSSLY OVER-SIZED GOSAGROPROM.
ARE TO GO TO LOCAL AND REPUBLICAN GOVERNMENTS. BUT IN MOSCOW THERE
MAY BE LITTLE DIFFERENCE IN THE FUNCTION OR EVEN PERSONNEL OF THE TwO
ORGANISATIONS - THOUGH MURAKHOVSKY HIMSELF WILL PRESUMABLY HAVE TO

GO.

CONCLUSION

8. THOSE WANTING RADICAL AGRICULTURAL REFORM WILL BE DISAPPOINTED
WITH THIS SPEECH. IT DOES NOT PAVE THE WAY FOR A BREAKTHROUGH IN
INEVITABLE GIVEN THAT

REORGANISING AGRICULTURE.

IS PROBALBY

THOSE WHO KNOW THEIR SOVIET
THE NEW ORGANISATION, HOWEVER,

IS A LEADERSHIP AND NOT A GORBACHEV SPEECH. BUT THERE ARE

NEVERTHELESS SOME MODEST GAINS FOR GORBACHEV.

BACKING FORM THIS PLENUM FOR THE VIEW THAT SOME RADICAL
REORGANISAITON IS NECESSARY AND FOR THE PRINCIPLE OF LEASING.
WITHOUT A FIRMER STEER FROM THE TOP ON HOW LEASING IS TO BE
ORGANISED, HOWEVER, THIS MAY NOT MEAN MUCH IN PRACTICE. THE

AGRICULTURAL BREAK-THROUGH GORBACHEV NEEDS HAS NOT YET ARRIVED.
WILL PRESUMABLY HAVE TO COME EVENTUALLY. BUT IT IS UNLIKELY TO COME
IN TIME TO HELP THE CONSUMER OVER THE NEXT TWO AWKWARD YEARS BEFORE
WHEN THE POLICIES OF THE LEADERSHIP WILL

THE PARTY CONGRESS IN 1991,
BE FORMALLY UNDER REVIEW.

BRAITHWAITE
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SECRETARY OF STATE FOR DEFENCE

Defence Contacts with the -Soviet Union

1. Thank you for your minute of 24 February, in
you set out progress with the Soviet authorities
resumption of defence contacts. I am pleased to
that the Russians have responded positively.

2. As far as ministerial visits are concerned, we have
made it clear that we should welcome the inclusion of
Defence Minister Yazov in Mr Gorbachev’s visit in April.
This is still open, although Shevardnadze implied in
Vienna when I saw him that Yazov will not come. If the
Russians choose not to take up this suggestion, I suggest
that either the Prime Minister or I might use the visit

to issue an invitation on your behalf to Yazov for a

visit later this year. If you were happy with this, we

could tip the Russians off in advance and possibly even
steer them towards some dates. We could say that you
would be happy to go there if that suited them better.

/3.
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3. A visit to Hungary in September would seem a good

idea. I see no reason to hold up planning for this

because of uncertainty over a Moscow visit. It would be

preferable from all points of view not to visit Moscow
and Budapest as part of the same trip. But I see no
problem in your going to both in the same year, and do
not think it matters much whether Budapest or Moscow

comes first.

4. I am copying this to the Prime Minister and
Sir Robin Butler.

(GEOFFREY HOWE)

Foreign and Commonwealth Office
10 March 1989
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FM MOSCOW .
TO DESKBY 080930Z FCO Vj:A (}_

TELNO 420
OF 080714Z MARCH 89

FOLLOWING PERSONAL FOR RATFORD (AUSS) AND HEMANS (SOVIET DEPT)

UNUSUAL ACTIVITY IN MOSCOW

SINCE MY TELEGRAM 153 OF 30 JANUARY, THE SENSE OF STRAIN SURROUNDING
GORBACHEV'S REFORM POLICIES HAS CONTINUED. OBSERVERS.SUCH AS
KOROTICH BELIEVE THAT THE FORTHCOMING PLENUM ON AGRICULTURE AND THE
ELECTIONS (EXPECTED AROUND 14-16 MARCH) WILL BE A SIGNIFICANT TEST.
THOUGH WE HHAVE OBSERVED NONE OF THE LONGER TERM INDICATIONS LISTED
IN TUR, THERE HAVE IN THE LAST FEW DAYS BEEN A NUMRFR OF SOMEWHAT
UNUSUAL EVENTS IN TOWN.

A) AT ABOUT 1900 HRS ON 6 MARCH, THERE WAS A MAJOR TRAFFIC JAM FROM
MANEZHNAYA (THE ROAD ON THE NORTH SIDE OF THE KREMLIN), TAILING BACK
ACROSS THE BOLSHOI KAMENNY BRIDGE TO THE NORTH SIDE OF THE RIVER.
SOME DOZENS OF TROLLEY BUSES WERE INVOLVED. BECAUSE OF ROAD WORKS,
ULITSA MANEZHNAYA HAS BEEN CLOSED FOR MONTHS TO ALL EXCEPT TROLLEY
BUSES AND DIPLOMATIC AND OFFICIAL CARS. THE FRONT OF THE JAM, AND
ITS CAUSED, WERE NOT OBSERVED

B) AT 1400 HOURS ON 7 MARCH, GERASIMOV RANG H OF C TO SAY THAT HE
WOULD BE UNABLE TO RECEIVE ME LATER THAT. AFTERNOON, BECAUSE
SHEVARDNADZE WAS RETURNING FROM VIENNA ON 7 MARCH, INSTEAD OF 8 MARCH
AS "EXPECTED.

C) HEAVY TRAFFIC IN CENTRAL MOSCOW ON THE AFTERNOON OF 7 MARCH SLOWED
UP MOVEMENT, ALLEGEDLY BECAUSE OF THE INFLUX OF PEOPLE AND VEHICLES
ON THE EVE OF THE WOMEN'S DAY HOLIDAY.

D) ALSO ON THE AFTERNOON OF 7 MARCH, MOUNTED POLICE WERE REPORTED TO
BE CONTROLLING A CROWD OUTSIDE THE CONSERVATIVE IN ULITSA GERTZENA.
THE 'CROWD WAS SAID TO CONSIST OF PEOPLE TRYING TO GET TICKETS FOR A
CONCERT BY THE EMIGRE VIOLINIST KREMER, WHO HAS NOT PLAYED IN THE
SOVIET UNION SINCE HE DEFECTED IN THE EARLY 1970'S.

E) AT 1800 HRS ON 7 MARCH, A SPRINKLING OF POLICE WITH WALKIE TALKIES
WAS OBSERVED ALONG THE "ROAD IN FRONT OF LOMONSOV UNIVERSITY, AT THE
APPROACH TO ULITSA GERTSENA. THE TWO BRIDGES ACROSS THE MOSCOW RIVER
ON EACH SIDE OF THE KREMLIN WERE ALSO CCOSED. THE PRECAUTIONS WERE
DOUBTLESS CONNECTED WITH THE BOLSHOI MEETING (PARAGRAPH 3 BELOW) AND
MAY HAVE BEEN NO MORE EXTENSIVE THAN USUAL.

2. MEMBERS AND DEPUTY MEMBERS OF THE POLITBURO HAVE BEEN
ELECTIONEERING THROUGHOUT THE COUNTRY OVER THE LAST TEN DAYS. THE

—
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POLITBURO HELD ITS REGULAR MEETING LAST WEEK. THE MEETING WAS
REPORTED IN THE PRESS TO HAVE DISCUSSED THE DIFFICULT SUBJECT OF
AGRICULTURAL REFORM. UNUSUALLY (BUT NOT UNPRECEDENTEDLY) IT LASTED
FOR TWO DAYS 2 AND 3 MARCH)

3. TOO MUCH WEIGHT SHOULD NOT NECESSARILY BE PLACED ON THESE
PHENOMENA, EACH OF WHICH IS CAPABLE OF A SIMPLE EXPLANATION.
MEANWHILE, TODAY'S PRAVDA AND IZVESTIA REPORT THAT GORBACHEV,
VORQI&IKOV ZAIKOV RYZHKOV AND BIRYUKOVA (IN THAT ORDER) ATTENDED A
FESTIVE MEETING ON THE EVENING OF 7 MARCH TO CELEBRATE WOMEN'S DAY.

A NUMBER OF UNNAMED MINISTERS WERE ALSO PRESENT.

4. I AM REPORTING THESE EVENTS IN A RESTRICTED WAY BECAUSE, OF
THEMSELVES, THEY ARE NOT A REASON FOR ALARM. IN GENERAL THE
ATMOSPHERE (MEDIA, STREETS, MINISTRIES ETC) IS NOT/NOT ABNORMAL, BUT
I THINK IT WORTH KEEPING OUR EARS CLOSE TO THE GROUND, PARTICULARLY
IN THE RUN-UP TO THE PLENUM.

T

BRAITHWAITE

DISTRIBUTION
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LIMITED HD/SOVIET D
PS HD /PUSD
PS/MR WALDEGRAVE MR RATFORD
PS/PUS MR GOWAN

ADDITIONAL
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Prime Minister's Interview with Izvestia

I enclose a letter from Mr Laptev, Editor in Chief of
Izvestia, to the Prime Minister with which he encloses a
series of questions which he wishes to put to her during
the interview on 22 March.

We shall be sending you briefing to cover these and
other questions nearer the time. We shall also arrange
for an interpreter to be present during the interview.

gﬁ\-h XYY,

\

{M e

(R H T Gozney)
Private Secretary

C D Powell Esqg
10 Downing Street




The Frime Minister of

Mrs. Margaret Thatcher

Frime Minister
vyour letter with the new
that vou had kindly d to give an intervi to
[zves accept my warmest thanks for the
talk with you on 22 March. am convinced
the r B 6 newspaper will pay great attention tc

your opinions, adam Frime Minister, on a range of

international guestions, which I enclose wit this letter

With your permission, Madam Frime Minister,
would | ke to discuss three or four further guestions
course of

my ] = = wishes for your health
and happiness.

With gre

Editor in Chief




QUESTIONS

1. Prime Minister, may I ask you first of all to characterise
and comment on the main changes in the international situation
over the last three or four years. What, in your view, are

the underlying impulses and reasons for these changes?

2. We, in the Soviet Union, listened attentively to your
assessment of the proposals contained in Mr Gorbachev's speech
at the UN. It seems to us that the ''model for the world of

the future' outlined in these proposals was close to your own
ideas. Where do you see the areas of concordance and
divergence in the philosophical approaches of our two countries
toward shaping such a world? What role do you think New

Political Thinking can play in this process?

3. Many political pundits predicted that Europe would

become 'outmoded' as a political centre. Today's reality

has shown the opposite. As in the past, Europe in many areas
is determining the pace of international relations and giving
a practical example in the solution of a series of complex
problems. Prime Minister, how do you see the future of
Europe? In your view, how strong are its unifying principles,
which could open up constructive routes towards building the

Common European Home?

4, It would not be an exaggeration to regard your meeting

with Mr Gorbachev at Chequers in December 1984 as opening a

new phase in Anglo-Soviet relations. Today these consist of
a rapidly developing, substantive package, which has a
perceptible effect on any changes in the situation in Europe
and the world. Mrs Thatcher, could you tell us what played
the decisive part in your decision to pursue such abrupt
changes in relations with the Soviet Union? How do you

assess their state today, and their prospects?




5. In your statements, you have supported Mr Gorbachev's

idea of the primacy of common human values in relations between
states, noting that such an approach strengthens international
confidence and predictability of policy. How do you assess

the putting of this idea into practice, and what do you think
needs to be done to develop international co-operation to

defend and strengthen such values?

6. Recently we have seen more signs of burgeoning practical
co-operation between the USSR and Britain in solving a number
of international problems, bearing both on the disarmament
field and on the solution of chronic regional conflicts.

Prime Minister, in what directions do you see such co-operation

growing and will it spread to new areas?

7. Today we have dozens of Joint Ventures with Western firms
operating in the Soviet Union, and, it seems, quite
successfully too. Their number is likely to increase several
times over in the near future. However, British industrialists

and financiers are showing distinct hesitation in this area.

What is the reason, do you think? And one last question:

what would be your attitude to a review of the COCOM
regulations and lists in favour of greater liberalisation of
trade and economic relations with the USSR? What will be

your position?




H3BECTHA

CONRTON RAPEADKE ALAVIATRE CCCP

103791 ICrl. Mockea, K-6,
Mywkurckas nnowaas, 5, Ten. 209-65-45

D — [IPEMbEP-MUHHUC TPY BEJIMHKOBPUTAHHH
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2ocnoxe Mapzapem TITYEP

Cnyborxoyesaxraemas 20CNoOXa [pembep-Munucmp !

g 6un cuacmaue noayuumov Bawe nucomo ¢ eecmbio O Bauem
nwbe3nom coeaacuu damv unmepevio easdeme '"Hasecmua'. Cepdeuno
6naz00apiw Bac 3a 803MOXHOCTb ecmpemumbcs U nobecedoeamb
22 mapma. Y6exden, umo uumamenu Hauel z2ademy C O2POMHUM
BHUMAHUEM OMHecYmcAa K cyxdenusam zocnoxu I[lpemvep-Munucmpa no
pAady eonpocos8 MexdyYyHapOOHOU KUSHU, KOmoOpuwme A npuiaean

¥ OAHHOMY NUCDMY.

Hpome mozo, eocnoxa [lpemvep-Munucmp, ecau Bun paspeuume,
A xomen 6w o6cyoump 3-4 esonpoca OONOAHUMENDHO 8 ycmuoU
beceoe.

Mpumume MOU UCKDEHHUE NONKeNAHUS OAA20NOAYUUR U

300poebvA.
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HMHTEPBBI) [A3ETE "H3BECTHA",
BOIMNPOCBH,
xomopwe eza3ema xomena 6m 3adambv npemvep-muHucmpy

Beauxobpumanuu eocnoxe Mapezapem Tamuep

Cocnoxa npemvep—-munucmp, xomea O6um npocumv Bac npexde 6cezo

damp Bawy xapaxmepucmuxy U UHMEpnpemayuin OCHOEHNXL nepemen 8 Mexoy-

HapodHoll obcmano8xe 3a nocaednHue mpu-uemupe 2o00a. Haxoew, Hna Bauw

832080, KOpeHHue OBUXYUUe CUAW U MOMUBU IMUT nepemen?

B Coeemckxom (Cowae 8 ceoe 8peMa obpamuau BHUMAHUE Ha 6b—
cKasannyo Bamu ouenHry nonoxerHull, coOepxrauurca 8 eucmynaenHuu
M.C.opbauesa 6 OOH. Hapucoeanuunii um "npoobpas mupa 6yoyuyezo",
xax Ham npedcmasasemcs, oxadancs 6aAu3ox Bauum npedcmaeneHuiM.
B yem Buw eudume couemaemocmdv U pPad3AuuuUs 8 Gunocofcruxr nooxooax
deyx cmpan ¥ Hopmuposanun maxozo mupa? Hawxyw poav omgodume

8 amom npouyecce HOBOMY NOAUMUUECHKOMY muunenun?

3. Mnoszue noaumuueckue opaxyam npedcrxasnsanu Eepone cydvby
"emapeoyezo" noaumuueckozo yeuwmpa. llpaxmuxa Hawux OHell NOKA3W—
eaem, odnaxo, obpamnoe. Eepona, Kax U 8 NPOUAOM, 60 MHO20M Onpe-
denfaem pumm Co8pemMeHHnx MexoyHapoOHux OomHoweHUl, noxasunsaem
npuMep npaxmuueckKoz20 PpPeweHus pada caoxHeltwuxr npobaem. Harx Bam,
20cnoxa npempep-munucmp, eudumcs O0ydyyee Esponu? Hackonbvro,
no Bauwemy MmHeHUl, cuabHu 8 Hel o06vedunfioyue Havaaa, Komopue MO2=
au 6u omxpumb KOHCMPYKMUEHWe nymu K cmpoumenvcmey obyezo espo-

netickozo odoma?

4. He 6ydem npeyeenuuernuem cuumamv, umo Bawa ecmpeua c
M.C.lopbaueenm 6 Yexepce 8 Oewabpe 1984 2. omxpuaa HoB8UU
aman 8 CcoBemcKo-aHeAUlCKUT omHoueHUusax. Celluac onu npedcmasasion

co60tl OUHaMUUHO Pa3eusanyuitica U codepxamelbHbill KOMNAEKC,

gecoMa OWYmMUMO 6AURLWUL Ha Awbve U3MeHeHUuA o0O6CcmanHOBKU 6 Eepone




u mupe. Cxaxume, e2ocnoxa Tomuep, umo 6uano onpedensoyum 8 Bauem
peweruy noumu Ha maxue Kpymme nepement 6 OMHOWEHUAT C CosemcKuMm

Cowaom? Hax Bwm oyeHnusaeme UL HOHEWHUU aman U nepcnexmuan ?

5. B ceoux 3assnenusxr Bm noddepxanu encrxadannyio M.C.[opbauesnm
MuCcAb O npumame obueuenoseuecKUT yennocmell 68 MexzocyoapcmeeHHnr
OMHOWEHUAT, OMMemus, uUmo maxol nodxod Yrxpenasem MexdynHapoonoe
dosepue u npedcxadyemocmsb 6 noaumuxe. Hax Bu oyenusaeme peanu3ayiio

2M020 NMPUHYUNA HA Nbaxkmuxe, U umo Buw cuumaeme HneobroOumum coenamov

ons passumus mexdyrnapodnHozo compydnuuecmea 6 3Jawyume, ymeepxdeHuu

maxux yewnocmeil?

6. B nocnedHnee 8pema NOABUAOCDL HeManO POCMKO8 npaxkmuiecrxoeo
e3aumodeticmeus CCCP u Aneauu 8 peueHuu pada MexdYyHapOOHux npobaeM,
OMHOCAUUXCA KaKx K cPepe pal3opyreHrus, max U Ypeayaupoearuin 3a-
cmapeanx pe2uoHanbHux Konbauxmos. Hawx Bam, zocnoxa npemvbep-MUHUCTD,
eudameca nymu Hapawyuearnus maxozo compyonuvecmea, pacnpocmpanenHus

ez2o Ha Hoamne cdepn?

7. Cez00na 8 Cosemcxom Cow3e pabomawm, U CYOA no 6cemy,
00B0ABHO YCNEWwHo, OeCAMKU COBMECMHOUX C 3anaOHuMU GUPMaMU npednpus-
muii. Yxe 8 O6AUIKOU nepcnexmuse UX UUCAO MHO2OKpamHno eo3pacmemn.
00HaKo aHeAUlCKUEe NPOMUUASHHUKU U PUHAHCUCM NPOABAAKM 30ecb 3a-
MemHYl cOepxannHocmob. Harx Bw cuumaeme, nouemy? U ewe odumn eonpoc:
xax 6w Bw omHecAucCd ¥ nepecmompy noaoxenull u cnucrxoe HOHOM e
cmopony Goavuell Aubepanu3ayui Mopzo80—3KOHOMULECKUT OmHOUeHUU

¢ CCCP? Kaxoea 6ydem Bawa no3uyus?
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PRTME MINISTER

our Relations with the Russians

il I was interested in David Young’s minute to you of
16 February and the frank comments of the Soviet Minister
for the Chemical Industry reported by Alan Clark. Such
comments are heard increasingly frequently from our
Soviet and East European interlocutors and are not
confined to private conversations. Parts of the Soviet
press have exposed Soviet short-comings in a far more
comprehensive and damning way than even hostile Western
commentators ever did. Several leading Soviet economists
have given astonishingly frank accounts of the
fundamental economic problems facing the Soviet Union,
writing from a more or less openly "capitalist"
standpoint. Criticism of the Soviet/socialist system has
always been more frequent in Eastern Europe. You will
have noticed the recent root and branch condemnation of
Soviet communism and all its works by a Hungarian
communist party commission looking into the 1956
uprising.

25 Pessimism about the prospects for Soviet economic

reform is also widespread and open in the Soviet Union.

. — . . 3
It is usually focussed on the excessive centralism still

/inherent
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inherent in the system, and the lack of real prices (an
issue being delayed for political reasons). Hesitantly
trying to graft bits of a market mechanism on to the

existing system has served largely to increase confusion

and introduce further distortion.

35 David Young raises two particular questions:

(i) Gorbachev’s prospects: I entirely agree that
there is a basic mismatch between the immediate need
for concrete improvements in living standards for
the Soviet population and the time it is likely to
take to produce them. (I would expect it to take
far longer than the two or three years which David
mentions). New investment is not necessarily the
solution. Soviet ability to waste capital
investment remains largely intact. Much more
radical changes in attitudes/ownership/
distribution/retailing/pricing and rouble
convertibility are needed before goods of the right
sort and quality begin to appear in any numbers.

The important thing will be to demonstrate that the
prospects are there. Until that can be done the
prospects for perestroika are gloomy. That is not
the same as saying that Gorbachev is in danger of
failing. The threat to him is from the so-called
conservatives in the hierarchy, and their motivation
is based more on concern about glasnost, political

reform, the leading role of the party and their own

ST 7
position than about the economy. There is no

alternative programme on offer (although we hear

/that
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that conservative economists are working on one) and
no focus for opposition. Gorbachev is more likely
to be forced to trim his sails than to be forced
out. And when under pressure in the past he has
retaken the initiative and moved ahead. He could
well surprise us again, eg at a Plenum Meeting on

Agriculture in mid-March.

(ii) Economic relations with the West: I agree that
we should not encourage Gorbachev to borrow (there

is no sign that he wishes to even though Soviet

indebtedness has not reached unmanageable
proportions): I also agree that the prospects for
increased East/West economic activity are poor
unless the Soviet Union’s hard currency earning
capacity improves. The problem is to identify ways
in which this can be done, which also accord with
Western commercial interests. (This is not to say
that massive foreign currency expenditure is the
only way in which Soviet standards of living can be
raised.)

All this is relevant to Mr Gorbachev’s April visit.

He will no doubt tell you of his difficulties. He is

engaged in a process which is bound to involve at best

serious disappointment and frustration:

(a) The basic lesson is that free enterprise is the
onlx\}gﬁgjyggy answer. Neither Mr Gorbachgbghgf the
Soviet people will yet accept this, nor do they wish
to see too obvious a Western label on Soviet

reforms. Entrepreneurs are still viewed with great

suspicion, even hostility, in the Soviet Union.

/ (b)
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(b) Soviet economists are not themselves agreed on
the way ahead. Some argue (as George Soros does)
for an "open sector" and for special economic zones.
Others put the emphasis on a big rouble mark-up on
imported consumer goods plus innovations such as
share ownership, in order to mop up surplus rouble
purchasing power. The problems of price reform and
convertibility have yet to be faced. The aim of
establishing a disciplined monetary and banking
system, and bringing the budget deficit under
control, has only recently been acknowledged let

alone addressed.
We are already doing a certain amount:

(a) We are responding in areas where a Western role
has been requested. Management training is being
provided both by the Government and by British
commerce and industry. More can and will be done.
Joint ventures are slowly being established (there
are so far 13 Anglo-Soviet joint ventures) which may
also help in the long run to introduce Western
control and management techniques. British banks
are making their expertise available to the Soviet
banking reform process.

(b) Consortia are already being established to
e

. T . 3 . 3
increase Soviet foreign currency earning power in

parallel with imports from the West. New areas such

— |
as mineral/oil exploration are being looked at to

see if increased efficiency can cut down waste and

improve export earnings.
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(c) However the British gas industry however see no
requirement to purchase Soviet natural gas for the
foreseeable future thus closing off possibly the
only area in which Britain could relatively rapidly
do something to increase Soviet foreign currency

earning capacity in a significant way.

6. The signs are that Mr Gorbachev will not come with
any major request for Western or specifically British
assistance. I believe there is only very limited scope
for offering him practical advice. There may be scope to
make the point that Britain is well-placed to supply not
only goods but also the management expertise and advice
which the Soviet economy and Soviet enterprises clearly
need as they adapt to changed circumstances. We could
also point to the availability of a wide range of British
consultancy firms highly respected internationally and
experienced at injecting new life into old industries and
companies. British consultants are already beginning to
take a close interest in the Soviet market. Some big
British firms may also be ready to help on the management
side, although it is difficult to see how they could
become involved to great effect in practice.

7. I am copying this to David Young and Nigel Lawson

(with a copy of David’s original minute).

(GEOFFREY HOWE)

Foreign and Commonwealth Office
8 March 1989
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FCS/89/041

MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE, FISHERIES AND FOOD

1.

Possible Sale of UK Grain to the USSR

o

Thank you for your letfer of 1 March. I see no

major difficulties in a grain deal of the kind proposed,
and would be happy to see our trade with the Soviet
Union, which is in substantial and long-standing deficit,

develop in this way. It would be particularly useful, as

you say, if we could get a commitment for future years.

I see no particular difficulty in making the necessary
arrangements with the Commission.

2.

I have only two hesitant notes to sound

(i) The Soviet Ambassador has something of a track
record of "personal" initiatives. It is difficult
to be sure in this case, as in others, how much
backing he has from higher up in Moscow. He may
have cleared his lines with the party and
Gorbachev’s office, even if the grain import agency
has only later been brought in. You may wish
therefore to encourage Ralph French to secure the
necessary assurances.

(ii)
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(ii) Public presentation will be crucially
important. A grain sale is not the ideal commercial
deal to mark the Gorbachev visit from our point of
view. Even though we regularly sell grain to the
Russians, and I assume this sale would be on normal
commercial terms, there may still be some criticism
given the involvement of export refunds. Some might
seek to compare it to controversial butter sales in
the past and claim we are trying to keep Gorbachev
sweet (and afloat) by offering him commercial
favours. We should be able to deal with such
arguments without too much trouble. But this would
involve stressing the lack of direct government
involvement in such commercial business, a line
which would to some extent cut across Zamyatin’s

wish for high-profile publicity during the visit to

underline good official relations.

3. I am copying this to the Prime Minister,
David Young, John Major and Sir Robin Butler.

(GEOFFREY HOWE)

Foreign and Commonwealth Office
8 March 1989
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SECRET AND PERSONAL

10 DOWNING STREET

] LONDON SWIA 2AA
From the Private Secretary 6 March 1989

ANDREI VAVILOV

As you expected, Vavilov got in touch with me on Friday
evening, following his arrival in London. He said that he
had received my letter in Geneva. He hoped that we would
have a chance to meet. We agreed to look out for each other
at the reception for the Ozone Layer Conference.

We did not actually have time for much personal chat.
I enclose his card with his home and office telephone
numbers. His wife had enjoyed her time in London very much.
His son was now back at University in Moscow.

I introduced him to the Prime Minister, who spent a few
minutes chatting to him and found him knowledgeable and
urbane.

I enclose a copy of a letter to the Foreign and
Commonwealth Office about my talk with him.

CHARLES POWELL

James Richards, Esqg.,
Century House

SECRET AND PERSONAL




10 DOWNING STREET Con

LONDO WIA 2A
From the Private Secretary L 2 6 March 1989

s

The department may be interested in a few impressions
of what is going on in the Soviet Union gleaned from Andrei
Vavilov, one of the Soviet delegates attending the 'Saving
the Ozone Layer' Conference. I have known Vavilov for some
twenty years. He was in the Embassy in London in the early
1970s and was subsequently one of Brezhnev's interpreters.
He is now Deputy Head of the Science and Technology division
of the Soviet MFA. He also knows Crispin Tickell.

SOVIET UNION

By Vavilov's account, the Soviet Union was in poor
shape. The economic situation was worse than two or three
LASESE

years ago. Entrenched opposition to Gorbachev's reforms was
gaining strength. Gorbachev's personal popularity was at
its lowest point. His greatest weakness was that he talked
too much. People simply could not take him on television
any more, they switched off after a while.

Vavilov commented that the Soviet Union did in effect
have a party system although it operated under the general
umbrella of the Communist party. Gorbachev himself
represented the middle of the road group. The hardliners
were grouped round Ligachev and Chebrikov. The reformists
looked increasingly to Yeltsin. He thought we
underestimated Yeltsin, who was far from being a spent

orce. He would win a landslide in the forthcoming
elections. He wanted to do much the same as Gorbachev, but
using 'honest' people. Gorbachev's great failure had been
in not &Tearing out relics of the Brezhnev regime at the
middle levels. These were people who had done very nicely
out of the old system. By withdrawing their co-operation,
they were ensuring that the present reforms ran into
difficulties.

Vavilov said that one of the biggest problems in the
Soviet Union was racketeering. It had now reached
monumental proportions, and the reforms had if anything
encouraged it. The potential profits even from legitimate
activity were considerable. He had a friend who had set
himself up in business selling ski articles, who was making
50,000 roubles a month.

CONFIDENTIAL
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Vavilov said that Mrs. Gorbachev remained unpopular.
The latest craze in Moscow was wearing buttons with jokes
and slogans. Many of these were critical of Mrs. Gorbachev.

Vavilov lamented the difficulty of dealing with the
military in the Soviet Union (he was handling arms controls
issues in his last job). They became hysterical when you
tried to get involved in their affairs. He thought
Akhromeyev a great loss. He at least had always been calm
and oug ul. =

-

Vavilov did not think much of his delegation leader at
the Conference (the Minister for the Chemical Industry, I
think). He had given a very clumsy interview to the press,
suggesting that the scientific evidence about damage to the
ozone layer was not at all reliable.

He was also disparaging about Zamyatin, who was very
much old school. He was unlikely to last long in London,
and would be replaced by some-one more in tune with the
times.

This all sounds rather negative. But strangely Vavilov
seemed quite confident that things would work out. He did
not think the clock could be put back in the Soviet Union.

Vavilov went on at some length about the astonishing
impact of the Prime Minister's visit to the Soviet Union in
1987. It was still talked about, in particular the way in
which she had despatched the journalists in the television
interview (I gather that Soviet journalists were not a
widely admired breed and three hundred million Russians had
long wanted to do to them exactly what the Prime Minister
had done). She was far and away the most popular figure in
the Soviet Union.

CHARLES POWELL

Richard Gozney, Esq.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office
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10 DOWNING STREET )
LONDON SWIA 2AA J/

From the Private Secretar) 5 March 1989

BRITISH WEEK IN KIEV, 1990:
ROYAL INVOLVEMENT

Thank you for your letter of 3 March
suggesting that we should tell the Russians
that a senior member of the Royal Family
will be able to open British Week in Kiev
in June 1990. The Prime Minister agrees
that The Princess Royal should be invited
to do this and the Russians so informed.

The Prime Minister would also be ready
to tell Mr. Gorbachev that she would like
to visit the Kiev event herself and invite
him to meet her there.

(C.D. POWELL)

J.S. Wall, Esq.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.
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Foreign and Commonwealth Office
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British Week in Kiev, 1990: Royal Involvement

Preparations are now underway for the "British Week" (it
in fact will last rather nearer a month) which is to be held
in Kiev*i%=;ggg. This will be thé second leg of an exchange
of British and Soviet weeks, the first leg having been a
Soviet Week in Birmingham in October 1988. It will be the
most prestigious British event in the Soviet Union for many
years. We have been planning on the basis of the British Week
taking place in June 1990. Howeyer, no date has yet been
fixed and the Soviet authorities are now arguing for September
(although without making much of a case). June suits us
better for a range of practical reasons and above all because
we hope the English National Opera Company will (with British
Council support) be performing in Kiev from 5 to 11 June. It
is essential that the Week should have a prestigious cultural
centrepiece and nothing else on this scale is planned for the
Soviet Union in 1990.

We believe that one way to clinch the argument in favour
of June would be to tell the Russians that a senior member of
The Royal Family would be able to open it in June. We had
anyway been considering who might open the Week and had
concluded that it would give the right sort of message about
the importance which we attach to the Week if it were opened
by The Princess Royal. We understand that

) she would be prepared to open
the British Week in Kiev if it took place in June. The
Foreign Secretary welcomes the idea. Early agreement on this
would allow him to raise the issue of the timing of the Week
when he sees Mr Shevardnadze in Vienna on 6 March.

As you know,we have recently been looking at the pattern
of Royal visits to the Soviet Union in connection with Prince
Edward’s planned visit to Moscow in his capacity as Patron of
the National Youth Theatre. The Prime Minister agreed that
such a visit would be a suitable first step in the gradual
escalation in the level of Royal Visits to the Soviet Union.

A visit by The Princess Royal to Kiev to open the British Week
in 1990 would be an appropriate next stage. Although in
protocol terms Prince Edward is senior to The Princess Royal,
his visit to the Soviet Union will have a lower profile
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(because he will be there purely in his capacity as Patron of
the National Youth Theatre).

In December we had also planned to suggest to the Prime
Minister that she might tell Mr Gorbachev that she would like
to visit the Kiev event herself and invite him to meet her
there. This had no connection with the dates which at that
stage were not an issue. If this possibility could be
mentioned when the Foreign Secretary meets Mr Shevardnadze, it
could both tilt the balance firmly in favour of June, and sow
the idea in Mr Gorbachev’s mind before he arrives in April.

I am copying this letter to Trevor Woolley (Cabinet
Office).

/.,

S ph A

(T S Wall)
Private Secretary

C D Powell Esq
10 Downing Street
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Unofficial translation
from Rusgsian

The Rt.Hon. Margaret Thatcher, M.P.
Prime Minister of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland of the United Kingdom

Dear Prime Minister,

It gives me great pleasure on behalf of
the people and the Government of Tajik Soviet Socialist
Republic to convey to you our sincere gratitude for the

assistance which the Government of Great Britain provided

to those who suffered from the earthquake in the Gissar region
of Tajikistan.

The relief supplies transported by air are now being
distributed among grateful people of the region. In this we
see an expression by the British people of good will in
regard to our people as well as a manifistation of such
qualities common to all mankind as humanism and mercy.

Expressing once again my gratitude I would like to
ask you, dear Prime Minister, to accept the assurances of
my highest consideration.

I.Haeev

Chairman of the Council
of Ministers of the Thjik SSR

Dushanbe
2 March 1989
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Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food
Whitehall Place, London SW1A 2HH

From the Minister
CONFIDENTIAL

The Rt Hon Sir Geoffrey Howe QC MP

Secretary of State for Foreign and

Commonwealth Affairs

Downing Street

London I March 1989

D g

/
POSSIBLE SALE OF UK GRAIN TO USSR

Mr Rafe French, the Chairman of the British/Soviet Chamber of
Commerce has passed on to my officials a proposal put to him by
the Soviet Ambassador that Mr Gorbachev's visit to this country
might be marked by the announcement that the USSR will purchase 1
million tonmes of UK grain. The purpose would be to underline the
importance the Soviet authorities attach to achieving the target
of a 40% increaSe in Anglo-Soviet trade by 1990, agreed during the

Prime Minister's visit to Moscow.

This is apparently a personal initiative by the Ambassador,
by-passing normal channels. He insisted to Mr French that there
must be strict confidentiality at this stage, since the official
Soviet grain import agency knows nothing about the matter as yet.
Nevertheless we must clearly take the approach seriously.

The USSR remains the world's biggest grain importer and buys from
all main world suppliers. withf%_EEEEEBEEGﬁTtYT\France is easily
thé‘ﬁi§§€§§f§§5§f§g} to the USSR and trade has tended to take
place under framework deals between the two countries: the most

recent was concluded during Mitterand's visit to Moscow last year.

The UK has, of course, been a major grain exporter for a number of
years. Amounts going to the USSR have varied considerably from
year to year. We have not before been offered a deal of the sort
now proposed. Apart from any political significance, I am anxious
that we should follow up this approach for commercial reasons,
given the importance of the USSR market. It could open the way to
additional grain exports in future vyears, thus minimising
expenditure on intervention. I would aim to get some sort of
commitment about the future from the Soviet authorities if at all
possible.




In the absence so far of any direct contact with the Russians, we
do not know over what period they would want the 1 million tonnes
to be shipped. Given our relatively low harvests in 1987 and 1988
and the quantities already committed for export in 1988/89, I
would on present forecasts need to 1limit the quantity to be
shipped before this year's harvest to some 750,000 tonnes.* But
the more accurate forecasts that should be available by the time
of Gorbachev's visit may allow that quantity to be increased; and,
in any event, there is no reason to suppose that they would be
unwilling to take the balance of the 1 million tonnes in the
autumn.

The EC Commission controls the sale of grain out of intervention
(from where the bulk of shipments between now and the 1989 harvest
would have to come) and detailed policy on export refunds. They
would therefore have to facilitate the deal, just as they have in
the case of French deals in the past. It will be necessary to get
their assurance on this before taking matters further with the
Soviet authorities, and I would therefore aim for my officials to
approach them at senior level and in strict confidence. This must
be done quickly, before the FEOGA funds allocated for cereals
exports in 1988/89 become fully committed.

Before going ahead, I thought that you and Dpavid Young should be
aware of this approach so that you can let me know if you see any
snags. It is clearly important that we move quickly to follow it
up.

I am copying this to the Prime Minister, David Young, John Major
and Sir Robin Butler.
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23 BUCKINGHAM GATE - LONDON - SWI1E 6LB

TELEPHONE: 21-630' 7118
FACSIMILE: 630 1049

28th February 1989

Rt Hon Sir Geoffrey Howe MP,
1 Carlton Gardens,
London,

SWl

Dear Sir Geoffrey,

Whatever =lse Gorbachev may be, he is brilliant at PR and I am
increasingly concerned that he is succeeding in altering Western
popular perceptions of the Soviet Union, sometimes without there
being much supporting evidence for the changes.

T believe that the principal question for the West is whether
-he Soviet Union has abandoned some of the more aggressive of
.ts fundamental international goals, or just changed its methods
for achieving them or simply put them into abeyance for the time
being because of its internal crisis. At present the
indications are ambiguous.

Accordingly, I am organising a briefing under CFB auspices
entitled 'Making Sense of Gorbachev' on March 30th, a few days
before Gorbachev arrives in Britain principally to try to
provide the British media with a deeper understanding of what is
going on in the Soviet Union.

There will be four or five speakers including Dr Edward Luttwak
who will speak on Soviet strategy; General Ted Atkeson who will
speak on Soviet military doctrine; Dr Judith Shelton who will
speak on the Soviet economy and Vladimir Bukovsky who will speak
on the political situation in the Soviet Union. I hope that
another, important Editor of a Soviet informal publication will
be able to attend and I am trying to make arrangements for this
now .




o

I have invited newspaper editors and senior foreign policy staff
from newspapers and television and radio. The speakers will
present their papers and answer questions. I would be delighted
if one or two of your senior officials would like to attend.

Alternatively, the briefing could be extended to a private
afternoon session for Ministers and Officials if you thought it
would be of interest to them. I would be able to circulate
copies of the speakers' papers in advance to those who were
going to attend the afternoon session so that they could prepare
questions and that the speakers could se excused presenting
their papers sw: 2 in one day.

]

\ﬂ .\/j“/

DAVID HART

Lord Harris




PRIME MINISTER cc Mr. Ingham

You are to give an interview to the Editor of Ogonyok on

28 February. You will find in the folder a telegram about

T e ———t

him from our Ambassador in Moscow. He is an unusual and
rather controversial figure. The Soviet Embaésy are clearly

—~——————
rather sensitive about your seeing him. But he is said

to enjoy Gorbachev's personal favour.

The FCO letter in the folder has some suggestions for points
you might cover in the interview, dwelling quite a lot on

Anglo/Soviet relations.

I don't think this is right. Your "formal" interview with

the Soviet press before Mr. Gorbachev's visit is with the

Editor-in-Chief of Izvestia. That will take place in March,

and it is then that-you should set out your thoughts on o
Anglo/Soviet relations, on the forthcoming meeting with

Gorbachev and so on.

It would be better to use the interview with Ogonyok to

talk much more about your own philosophy and how you are
implementing it in this country. Thé purpose would be to
géET;;;?;ETEEE—;EEEE;E-SGEt how radical your policies are

and how mucﬁ_ﬁazgﬁg;zzfing and innovative they are than

the policies of socialism (even as applied by Mr. Gorbachev),
and how much more they do for ordinary people. You want

to give them your visioﬁ_gk society and underline the enormous
gap which remains between Gorbachev's perestroika and a

real free society. The purpose is not tgrg;fé?itical of
Gorbachev - indeed you will want to be supportive in your
comments about him - but to widen the horizons of the readership

in the Soviet Union. e

In short, I think it should be quite a racy and daring interview,

focussing much more on our politics and on you personally

than on the normal themes of East/West relations.
G

(C.D. POWELL)
24 February 1989




Foreign and Commonwealth Office

CONFIDENTIAL London SWIA 2AH

24 February 1989

Interview with the Prime Minister by Korotich,
Editor of Ogonyok, 28 February

Thank you for your letter of 25 Jandéry in which you
confirmed that the Prime Minister had'agreed to give an
interview to Vitaly Korotich, the Editor of the Soviet weekly
magazine, Ogonyok, on 28 February at 1200.

Korotich is visiting the UK from 26 February to 5 March
as a category II sponsored visitor. I attach a personality
note and a copy of his programme.

I explained in my letter to you of 10 January that
Ogonyok, which is a leading proponent of glasnost in all

spheres, is by far the most popular weekly magazine in the
Soviet Union with a circulation of 3.2 million. Korotich will
be targetting his interview towards the general Ogonyok reader
who is likely to be interested in the Prime Minister’s
political career and philosophy.

Korotich has told us that he would like the Prime
Minister to talk about parliamentary democracy and about the
policies of the Government. He would like to ask the Prime
MiniSter about Anglo-Soviet relations, her attitudes to the
Soviet Union and to Mr Gorbachev. He will also be looking for
some indication of how she sees prospects for Mr Gorbachev’s
visit.

The Prime Minister may like to underline that
Anglo Soviet relations are in better shape than at any time
since the war. The last few years have seen a rapid growth in
the bilateral contacts. Cooperation is developing well both
in traditional areas such as agriculture, education and
culture and in new areas such as health, drugs, nuclear
safety, and management training. Increasingly exchanges and
visits are taking place directly between individuals in the
two countries with very little government involvement: this is
obviously a trend which we are keen to encourage. The massive
response of the British public to the traglc earthquake
disaster in Armenia illustrated the increasing warmth between
the two countries.
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Good progress is being made towards achieving the target
set by the Prime Minister and Mr Gorbachev in 1987 of
increasing the value of bilateral trade by 40% to 2.5 billion
roubles in 1990, although the level of British exports remains
disappointing. 13 UK/Soviet joint ventures have been
established so far and there are a number of others in the
pipeline. A major British Trade Month will be held in Moscow
in April.

The Prime Minister will no doubt wish to say how much she
enjoyed her visit to the Soviet Union in March 1987 and that
she is very much looking forward to welcoming Mr and Mrs
Gorbachev to the UK. It is encouraging that Mr Gorbachev has
been able to find time for an early visit to the UK,
particularly when there is so much happening in the Soviet
Union in March and April - including elections to the Congress
of Peoples Deputies and Central Committee plenums on the
economy and agriculture. The visit will provide a good
opportunity to carry forward the frank ,high- level dialogue
which has developed between the Prime Minister and
Mr Gorbachev.

The Prime Minister may wish to say that she follows the
progress of Mr Gorbachev’s political and economic reform

programme with great interest and is looking forward to
hearing direct from Mr Gorbachev how he sees the way forward.
The Prime Minister may wish to underline her support for
perestroika and glasnost and say that she hopes that Mr
Gorbachev is able to keep up the momentum.

The Prime Minister may also wish to tell Korotich that
she intends her talks with Mr Gorbachev to range extensively
over the whole East West agenda from arms control to regional
questions, the future of Europe and human rights. She will no
doubt want to emphasize that although very great progress has
been made in all areas, the legacy of suspicion and fear will
require an extended period to eradicate.

Korotich would also like to ask what the Prime Minister
thinks are the essential qualities of a political leader as
they apply for example to herself and to Mr Gorbachev. He is
also interested in hearing how the Prime Minister combines her
official duties with family life. He would particularly like
to ask the Prime Minister how easy it is for a woman to become
Prime Minister and how the Prime Minister thinks her role has
changed during her years in office.

Korotich has asked whether it would be possible for him
to be given an official picture of the Prime Minister for the
cover of Ogonyok. I assume that you would be able to meet
this request. He has also asked whether it might be possible
for a photograph to be taken of him with the Prime Minister
which he could then include in the magazine, alongside the
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article. If the Prime Minister is happy for such a photograph
to be taken, I shall ask the COI to make the necessary
arrangements and to let your office have the details.

Because of his absence in Tokyo, this letter has not been
seen by the Foreign Secretary. We shall let you know early on
27 February of any comments he may have.

:jGw\vs £b¢QJ'
k:~k91~CL*35 (\IQTLA‘§_\ .

(R H T Gozney) (
Private Secretary

C D Powell Esq
10 Downing Street
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VITALY ALEKSEEVICH KOROTICH
CHIEF EDITOR OGONYOK MAGAZINE

Korotich (born Kiev, May 1936) trained as a doctor before turning
to poetry and writing.

From 1978 to 1986 he was Chief Editor of the Ukrainian journal
Vsesvit, which publishes works of literature by foreign
authors in Ukrainian. During this time he also held the post
of Secretary of the USSR Writers' Union.

In June 1986, Korotich was appointed Chief Editor of the
national weekly magazine Ogonyok. He transformed it from

a staid establishment journal into the most adventurous and
talked about journal in the country and the chief standard-
bearer of glasnost. 1Its circulation has increased to about
3.2 million but its readership is much higher. It is known
for controversial articles on such subjects as the Stalinist
repressions, official corruption and human rights and was one
of the first publications to call for a monument to the
victims of Stalin's purges.

Korotich almost certainly enjoys Gorbachev's support and
seems to see him quite often. His position in Ogonyok would
appear to be secure as long as this remains the case.

Korotich is a controversial and somewhat ambiguous figure.
Ogonyok's blend of tough investigative journalism and penchant
for taking up sensitive issues has made Korotich one of the
folk heroes of perestroika. But he has also made a lot of
enemies. He caused a stir at the 19th Party Conference in
June 1988, when, in response to accusations that his journal
had slandered Conference delegates, he announced that he had
submitted the names of several who were currently under
investigation for bribery. Most of those he named have since
been arrested. In January this year, a meeting to try to
have him proposed as a candidate for the elections to the

new Congress of People's Deputies was disrupted by supporters
of the extreme nationalist group Pamyat. He was eventually
nominated in one of the Moscow constituencies for the

26 March elections, but he has now been formally dropped from
the list of candidates.
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Programme of arrangements made by the
Central Office of Information for the
Foreign and Commonwealth Office

Mr Vitaly A KOROTICH
Editor-in-Chief

Ogonyok Magazine

UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS

26 February - 5 March 1989

Accompanied by Enid Ackers, Central Office of Information.

Programme Organiser: Fiona McAdam
Overseas Visitors and Information Studies
Central Office of Information
Hercules Road, London SE1 7DU

Direct Line: 01-261 8291
Switchboard: 01-928 2345 Ext 8291




Sunday 26 February

1040

Monday 27 February

ARRIVAL
LUNCH ENGAGEMENT

Arrive at London Heathrow Airport on flight SU 241
from Moscow.

Welcomed on arrival by Miss Fiona McAdam, Overseas
Visitors and Information Studies, Central Office of
Information.

Continue by car to the St Ermin's Hotel, SWl
(Tel: 01-222 7888), where accommodation has
been reserved.

Lunch as a guest of the Hon Robert Rayne, Central
Television.

Also present:
Mr Richard Creasey, Central Television

Ms Veronyka Bodnarec, Film Producer, Central
Television

Mr Igor Iakimenko, Ogonyok Magazine
(Details of venue to follow).

PROGRAMME DISCUSSION

FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH OFFICE
BRITISH LIBRARY

LUNCH ENGAGEMENT

HEINEMANN LTD

BBC RADIO FOUR

EVENING ENGAGEMENT

Met at the hotel by Mrs Susan Fasken, Head, Europe
Group, Overseas Visitors and Information Studies,
Central Office of Information and Miss Fiona McAdam,
Programme Organiser.

Miss McAdam will discuss the programme
arrangements.

Leave the hotel by car with Enid Ackers who will
accompany the visitor to his appointments.

Arrive at the Foreign and Commonwealth Office,
King Charles Street, SWl.

Received by the Hon William Waldegrave MP, Minister
of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs.




Monday 27 February cont'd

1030 Leave King Charles Street by car.

1100 Arrive at The British Library, Great Russell
Street, WC2 (Information Desk) .

Met by Dr Christine Thomas, Curator of the Russian
and Soviet Collection and continue on a tour of the
Slavonic and East European department.

Leave Great Russell Street by car.

Arrive at Simpsons in the Strand, 150 The Strand,
WC2.

Joined for lunch by:
Mr Charles Wilson, Editor, The Times

Mr Edward Mortimer, Foreign Editor, The
Financial Times

Mr Dan Triesman, News and Features, The Daily
Telegraph

Mr Stephen Crawshaw, Soviet Union and East
European Editor, The Independent

Mrs Susan Fasken, Overseas Visitors and
Information Studies, Central Office of
Information

Leave the Strand by car.

Arrive at Heinemann Ltd, Michelin House, 81 Fulham
Road, SW3.

Met by Mr Tom Weldon, Senior Editor and
Mr Piers Russell Cobb, Publicity Director for
discussions.

approx Leave Fulham Road by car.

Arrive at the BBC, Broadcasting House, Portland
Place, Wl.

Met by Mr Frank Smith, Editor of Radio Four's
'The World Tonight' Programme.

Introduced to Mr David Sells, Presenter for a brief
interview.

approx Leave Portland Place by car.

Arrive at the Palace Theatre, Shaftesbury Avenue, W1.




%onday 27 February cont'd

Attend a performance of 'Les Miserables'.

2245 approx Leave the Palace Theatre by car for return to the
hotel.

Tuesday 28 February THE PRIME MINISTER
LUNCH ENGAGEMENT
BBC RUSSIAN SERVICE
ROYAL INSTITUTE OF INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS

Free
Arrive at 10 Downing Street, SWl.

Received by The Right Honourable Margaret Thatcher
FRS, MP, The Prime Minister.

Leave Downing Street.

Arrive at Rules Restaurant, 35 Maiden Lane, The
Strand, WC2.

Joined by:

Mr Peter Snow, Presenter, BBC2's Newsnight
Programme

Mr Andrew Taussig, Controller, BBC European
Service

Ms Masha Slonim, Presenter of the "Argument"
Programme, BBC Russian Service.

Later Leave Maiden Lane by car.

1500 approx Arrive at the BBC Russian Service, Bush House,
The Strand, WC2, with Ms Slonim.

The visitor will take part in an interview for
BBC Russian Service programme 'Argument'.

1630 approx Leave the Strand by car.

1715 Arrive at the Royal Institute of International
Affairs, Chatham House, 10 St James's Square,
SW1 (Henry Price Roam).

The visitor will participate in private discussions
with the Institute's members.

Leave St James's Square by car.

Arrive at the Comedy Theatre, Panton Street, SWl.




Q‘uesday 28 February cont'd

2000
2200

Wednesday 1 March

Met by Mr Tom Weldon, Senior Editor, Heinemann Ltd,
Mr Piers Russell Cobb, Publicity Director,
Heinemann Ltd, Mr Victor Borlich, Agent for

Best of Ogonyok and Ms Kathy Porter, Translator

for Best of Ogonyok.

Attend the performance of ‘A Walk in The Woods'.
Leave Panton Street by car for return to the hotel.
RANK XEROX LTD

CHANNEL FOUR

LUNCH ENGAGEMENT

WILTON PARK CONFERENCE

Leave the hotel by car.

Arrive at Rank Xerox Ltd, 16 Westbourne Grove, W2.
Met by Mr Ralph Land OBE, General Manager, Eastern
Export Operations for discussions on the company's

experience of doing business in the Soviet Union.

Leave Westbourne Grove by car, for return to the
hotel.

Met by Mr Dan Triesman, News and Features, The
Daily Telegraph, who will interview the visitor.

Mr Triesman will leave the hotel.

Joined by Ms Sue English, Foreign Editor, Channel
Four News.

The visitor will take part in a brief, recorded
interview.

Leave the hotel by car.

Arrive at the Traveller's Club, 106 Pall Mall, SWl.
Lunch as a guest of Mr D J E Ratford (MG CVO,
Assistant Under Secretary of State for Foreign

and Commorwealth Affairs.

Continue by car to Wilton Park, Conference Centre,
West Sussex.

The visitor will attend the conference on 'Reform
in the Soviet Union: Achievements and Problems
for Perestroika, Glasnost and Democratisation'.

He will also lead a panel discussion on 'Glasnost
and Perestroika: A Balance Sheet'.




Thursday 2 March

WILTON PARK — LONDON

FOREIGN AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

LUNCH ENGAGEMENT

THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH
AFFAIRS

BBC WORLD SERVICE

Leave Wilton Park by car with End Ackers for return
to London.

Arrive at the Palace of Westminster, (St Stephen's
Entrance), SWl.

Met by Mr David Howell MP, Chairman, Foreign
Affairs Committee and continue discussions with
Committee members.

Proceed to the Harcourt Bar for pre-lunch drinks.

Joined for lunch in the Harcourt Grill Room with
members of the government and opposition parties.

Leave Westminster by car.

Arrive at the Foreign and Commonwealth Office,
King Charles Street, SWl.

Received by The Right Honourable Sir Geoffrey Howe
QC, MP, Secretary of State for Foreign and
Commonwealth Affairs.

Leave King Charles Street by car.

Arrive at the BBC World Service, Centre Block
Reception, Bush House, Aldwych, WC2.

Met by Ms Sue Waldram, Producer, The World of
Books programme.

The visitor will take part in a brief interview.
Continue to Roam 834, Centre Block.

Met by Ms Kari Blackburn, Editor of the 'News Hour'
Programme.

Introduced to Mr Oliver Scott, Presenter, for
a brief interview.

Leave Aldwych by car.
Arrive at The Travellers' Club, 106 Pall Mall, SWl.

Met by Mr Brian Beedham, Editorial Consultant,
The Economist, for informal discussions.




Thursday 2 March

Later

Later

Friday 3 March

Saturday 4 March

Sunday 5 March
1030

1140

1245

24 February 1989

Continue to dinner as a guest of Mr Beedham.
Return to the hotel by car.

FREE

LONDON — OXFORD

OXFORD - LONDON

CHANNEL: FOUR

Leave the hotel by car.

Arrive at the Randolph Hotel, Beaumont Street,
Oxford.

Met by Sir Bryan Cartledge KCMG, Principal of
Linacre College.

The visitor will have discussions with various
Soviet experts and will also give a brief
informal talk to a group of graduate students.
(Details to follow)

Leave Oxford by car.

Arrive at ITN, 48 Wells Street, Wl.

Met by Mr Nige} Gardiner, European Correspondent,
Channel Four's World This Week' Programme.

The visitor will take part in a live interview.
DEPARTURE

Leave the hotel by car.

Arrive at London Heathrow Airport.

Depart on flight SU 242 to Moscow.
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FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH SECRETARY

DEFENCE CONTACTS WITH THE SOVIET UNION
|

I was grateful for your minute of StE/Dééémber agreeing that
we could begin to talk informally to the Soviet Authorities about
resumption of defence contacts. We have now done so with the full
involvement of your officials, and I am pleased to say that our
approaches have been received positively. At a meeting on
20th February, representatives from the Soviet Embassy told my
officials that they accepted our suggestions for an exchange of
ship visits, an exchange between the Royal Air Force Staff College
and the Gagarin Academy and for meetings between senior commanders
in British Forces Germany and the Group of Soviet Forces in
Germany. These are now being followed up through the Embassy in
Moscow; we are looking at a list of possible further measures to
propose to them.

25 At the meeting, the officials from the Soviet Embassy also
made it clear that a meeting of Defence Ministers would be welcome.
As you know, this is something which I too am anxious to arrange as
soon as possible. It is still not clear whether General Yazov will
accompany Mr Gorbachev to this country in April. 1If unfortunately
he does not, we should take that opportunity to stress the
desirability of an early meeting between Defence Ministers.
Meanwhile, it might be helpful for our Embassy to give initial
consideration to how best to proceed quickly if Yazov does not come
in April: either I could visit Moscow or Yazov could come here.

My preference would be for the former if a specific invitation

CONFIDENTIAL
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could be stimulated as my American and German and Turkish

colleagues have recently done so; my French colleague is due to go

there in April. I believe it is most important that the British
voice on defence matters should also be fully in evidence in the
Soviet Union.

3% I have also been invited to visit Hungary in September, and
should like to accept. To do so would be in keeping with our
policy of developing defence contacts with the non-Soviet Warsaw
Pact countries; it would be particularly appropriate in view of the
recent moves towards democratisation in Hungary for which it could
be seen as a signal of approval. However, my priority would be a
visit to the Soviet Union if that could be arranged and I should,
therefore, be grateful to know that you would have no objections to
my visiting both countries this year if that possibility were on
offer.

4. I am copying this minute to the Prime Minister and to Sir
Robin Butler.

Ministry of Defence dﬁ’
iZA*‘February 1989
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VISIT OF KOROTICH o o
SUMMARY

1. KOROTICH IS A CONTROVERSIAL POLITICAL FIGURE WHO, TOGETHER WITH

HIS MAGAZINE HAS BECOME ONE OF THE SYMBOLS OF GLASNOST. HE IS THE MAN
THE TRADITIONALISTS LOVE TO HATE. HIS VIEWS WILL PROVIDE A USEFUL
OPPORTUNITY FOR THOSE WHO MEET HIM TO GET A VIEW FROM THE FRONT LINE

OF HOW PERESTROIKA IS GOING.

DETAIL

2. VITALY KOROTICH, CHIEF EDITOR OF OGONYEK, WILL BE PAYING A
SPONSORED VISIT TO THE UK FROM 26 FEBRUARY UNTIL 5 MARCH. HE WILL BE
CALLING ON YOU ON 1 MARCH AND WILL HAVE A 45 MINUTE INTERVIEW WITH
THE PRIME MINISTER ON 28 FEBRUARY. THIS IS LIKELY TO BE PUBLISHED IN
OGONYEK IN THE SECOND HALF OF MARCH, BEFORE GORBACHEV'S VISIT. I
HAVE ALREADY GIVEN AN INDICAITON OF THE GROUND KOROTICH WILL WISH TO
COVER IN THIS INTERVIEW IN MY TELNO 206. IN THIS TELEGRAM I OFFER
SOME BACKGROUND ON KOROTICH AND HIS POLITICAL ROLE WHICH I HOPE WILL
BE OF INTEREST 70 YOU AND OTHERS WHO ARE TO MEET HIM.

3. KOROTICH HAS BEEN A WRESTLER, A POET, A JOURNLIST AND A SENIOR
OFFICIAL OF THE UKRAINIAN WRITERS UNION. HE TOOK OVER THE
ILLUSTRATED WEEKLY OGONYEK IN THE SUMMER OF 1986 UNDER GORBACHEV AND
IN THE PAST TWO AND HALF YEARS HAS TRANSFORMED IT FROM A STAID
ESTABLISHMENT JOURNAL INTO THE MOST ADVENTUROUS AND TALKED-ABOUT
MAGAZINE IN THE COUNTRY, WITH A CIRCULATION OF 3.2 MILLION AND A
READERSHIP THAT IS MUCH HIGHER. UNDER KOROTICH OGONYEK HAS LED THE
WAY IN DEBUNKING STALIN AND IN EXPOSING PRESENT DAY CORRUPTION AND
BUREAUCRATIC INCOMPETENCE.

4. OGONYEK'S BLEND OF TOUGH INVESTIGATIVE JOURNALISM AND PENCHANT
FOR TAKING UP SENSITIVE ISSUES HAS MADE KOROTICH ONE OF THE
FOLK-HEROES OF PERESTROIKA. LASTYEAR A 1500 SEAT THEATRE WAS FILLED
TO CAPACITY JUST TO HEAR HIM ANSWER QUESITONS. BUT HE HAS ALSO MADE
A LOT OF ENEMIES. AT LAST YEAR'S PARTY CONFERENCE OGONYEK CAUSED A
MINOR SENSATION BY ALLEGING THAT A NUMBER OF DELEGATES HAD BRIBED
THEIR WAY TO THE CONFEENCE. KOROTICH WAS CALLED TO THE CONFERENCE
PLATFORM TO ANSWER FOR HIS ACTIONS. HE WAS LATER VINDICATED: BUT IT
WAS ALREADY APPARENT AT THIS STAGE THAT FOR THE BUREAUCRATIC AND
TRADITIONALIST CULTURAL ESTABLISHMENT HE HAD COME TO REPRESENT THE

PAGE 1
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UNACCEPTALBE FACE OF, PERESTROIKA.

5. OVER THE PAST FEW MONTHS THE DISPUTE BETWEEN THE LIBERAL AND
TRADITIONALIST CULTURAL ESTABLISHMENTS WITH KOROTICH AT ITS CENTRE
HAS BROADENED OUT INTO OPEN WARFARE CONDUCTED THROUGH THE COLUMNS OF
THEIR RESPECTIVE JOURNALS. SIX PROMINENT RUSSIAN WRITERS DESCRIBED
OGONYEK IN A LETTER PUBLISHED IN PRAVDA LAST MONTHAS THE ''SCUM'®
BUBBLING FORTH ON THE CREST OF PERESTROIKA. A FEW WEEKS AGO A GROUP
FOR THE ANTI-SEMITIC PANYENT ORGANISATION BROKE UP AN ELECTION
MEETING AT WHICH KOROTICH WAS PUTTING FORWARD HIS CANDIDACY.

GORBACHEV ATTEMPTED TO CALL HIS TROOPS TO ORDER IN HIS SPEECH TO THE
INTELLECTUALS IN JANUARY (MY TELNO 36) BUT IT IS STILL SMOULDERING.
ONLY THIS WEEK VIKTOR AFANASIEV, THE INFLUENTIAL CHIEF EDITOR OF
PRAVDA, TOOK UP THE CUDGELS WITH KOROTICH OVER SOME UNFLATTERING
REMARKS THE LATTER HAD PUBLISHED ABOUT AFANASIEV'S ROLE AS A
PROPAGANDIST FOR THE BREZHNEV REGIME.

6. KOROTICH ALMOST CERTIANLY ENJOYS GORBACHEV'S SUPPORT AND, I
BELIEVE, SEEM HIM QUITE OFTEN. I WOULD JUDGE THAT HIS POSITION AT
OGONYEK WILL BE SECURE AS LONG AS THIS REMAINS THE CASE. BY THE SAME
TOKEN, IF HE IS UNSEATED IT WILL BE AN IMPORTANT SETBACK FOR
GLASNOST. KOROTICH'S RELATIONS WITH LIGACHEV ARE STRAINED. BUT HE
TOLD ME WHEN I INVITED HIM TO LUNCH RECENTLY THAT HE SAW LIGACHEV,

FOR ALL HIS CONSERVATISM, AS A DECENT ENOUGH MAN. LIGACHEV HAD
APPARENTLY RUNG HIM ON NEW YEAR'S EVE WITH BEST WISHES AND HAD
PRAISED HIM FOR BEING A BONNY FIGHTER.

7. KOROTICH IS AN ENGAGING AND WITTY CONVERSATIONALIST. HE IS OF
COURSE A HIGHLY PARTISAN SUPPORTER OF GORBACHEV AND PERESTROIKA. BUT
YOU AND OTHERS WHOM HE MEETS WILL NEVERTHELESS FIND HIS VIEWS ON THE
CURRENT POLITICAL SCENE, GORBACHEV'S POSITION AND THE STRENGTH OF PRO
AND ANTI-PERESTROIKA FORCES STIMULATING AND WELL INFORMED. HE TOLD
ME AT LUNCH THAT HE DID NOT THINK GORBACHEV WAS UNDER ANY PARTICULAR
THREAT AT THE MOMENT. BUT HE HAS ALSO EXPRESSED THE VIEW RECENTLY TO
MY US COLLEAGUE THAT ''MARCH COULD BE A VERY CRUCIAL MONTH'' GIVEN
CURRENI_ECONOMIC PROBLEMS, THE ELECTION PROCESS AND FORTHCOMING
CENTRAL COMMITTEE PLENUM ON AGRICULTURE. KOROTICH HIMSELF IS LIKELY
TO BE STANDING FOR ELECTION TO THE CONGRESS OF PEOPLES DEPUTIES ON 26
MARCH, BUT HAS TOLD US THAT HE SEES HIS FUTURE AT OGONYEK WHERE HE
HAS MORE INFLUENCE RATHER THAN IN THE SUPREME SOVIET.

BRAITHWAITE

PAGE 2
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SOVIET VOTE YELTSIN TAPS ANTI-PARTY MOOD
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By Paul Quinn-Judge

$tafl wiiler of The Christion Sciance Moniior

MOscow

) ORIS  YELTSIN'S ' face

B flushes, then contorts with

rage \when his old rival,

Yegor ‘Ligachev, is mentioned,

His booming voice becomes even
louder;

"I don't understand why they
don't remove him," the ousted
Moscow Communist Party boss
bellows to his supporters. "'l know
everything about this man and his
scheming."

After months of news black-
outs, Boris Yeltsin is back in the
limelight, He is running hard for
election to the new Soviet parlia-
nient, which, Soviet Leader Mik-
hail ' Gorbachev promises, will
have real power. If it does, Mr.
Yeltsin wants part of it,

His supporters hope to see him
“at the very top of the Iu;ulcrship,
alongside Gorbachev.” Yeltsin is
more tactful, but admits to plan-
ning a bloc inside the new parlia-
ment. Yeltsin has not yet decided
where to run. But he seems to be
most tempted by a special territo-
rial district’ that embraces the
whole of Moscow, ‘The slate here
will be decided today. By Thurs-
lay Yeltsin will have 1o declare his
swelerence. Then the real elec-
oral campaign will begin.

The official press still ignores

1im, but meeting after meeting in

loscow confirms his appeal. His
deas are hazy, his delivery s
poor, he seems 1o have trouble
hinking on his feet. But his sup-
orters don't care. Yeltsin is a
true Russian knighl,“ sdys u re-
hred Army colonel at one elec-
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tion meeting. He is “‘upright and
straightforward,” says® another.
"He was the first person here to
tell us what's what,""a third
speaker says. Wy i
Yeltsin is tapping a deep cur-
rent of anti-party feeling. The
campaign for March 26 elections
has shown a remarkably high de-

gree of popular hostility toward i
e — 0 g

l BORIS YELTSIN

the Communist Party apparat, or
bureaucracy: porters
are consciously making him the '
symbol of anti-apparat feeling. 1
A recent unpublished public
pinion poll showed Yeltsin as the
second most popular political fig-'
ure in the country - and, given
the tendency of many, respon-.
dents still to be polite about the
top leader, he may be the most
popular. ,

The poll divided Soviet society !
into six categories, from support-
ers of radical reform to conserva-
tive Russian nationalists. Yelusin y
did poorly among radical reform- |
ers, largely people with the &guiy-
alent of universigy education. But
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Mr.

ibachey's {ih most_other political,
groups, and overtook the Soviet
‘

Icu'(TeErTn two: Russian nationalists
and those most concerned about
“the declining living standards,
Cautious in conversation with
foreign journalists, he is more
‘dpcn;in chats with delegatesto
the meetings being held to final-
tize a slate of candidates in each
tlectoral district, A
s The meetings are nine-hour
\'marathons. During breaks, Yel-
tsin's admirers gather round to
‘livs(cn to their hero. Most are awe-
;struck by his imposing presence:
‘his larger than life féatures, his
-shock of white hair, his deep and
Islightly thick voice. He prefers
talking 'to listening, and’ some-
times puts a firm hand on a listen-
er's arm if he shows any desire to

. interrupt,

But' the brief conversations,
coupled with his short: official
presentations at' the electoral
meetings, slowly build up a pic-
ture of his views. He says he is
100 percent” behind Gorbachev
on foreign policy, and differs with
' him only on tactics on most other
questions. But he has a tendency
to be all things to all men:
jl ® He wants to organize a *left
revolutionary bloc” in the new
Supreme Soviet. This would
probably consist of about 30 per-
cent of the approximately 440
members of the standing parlia-
ment, he says. Lapsing into the
military jargon favored by party
" officials, Yeltsin describes them as
‘the {‘forward reconnaissance” of
' peresiroika (restructuring).

His admirers ask him about a
. multiparty system. Gorbachev has
just described the idea as "rub-
bish." Yeltsin says it is premature:
We're “not ready organization-
ally or psychologically' for mnore
than one party, There should be a
‘nationwide discussion of the idea.
‘- ® The lcadership should have
concentrated first on improving
living standards and only then
moving onto political changes.
That's like saying let's patch up

ob_jccls"an elector at one of the
meetings. Yeltsin and most of the
|| audience ignore the criticism.

| @ During one break, a military
officer ‘asks whether *all these
cuts and the declassifying of mili-
tary Information'! aren't harming

il

".the house before we pull it down,’

c\\o ‘cf

[ 5 ] ke
the country. Yeltsin nods sympa; .

jrii thetically, “We  have' tobe fvery
Gor- ¢/careful how we approach'this;-he ',

 says, And we have to look after all ||
the officers who are going to be °
demobilized in the troop 'cuts.
They need help too.'So do the
bureaucrats who will lose their

| jobs in the reforms, says a police-
men. “They're human! after, all.
Yeltsin nods sympathetically.

@ There should be 90 percent
cutsin the internal strength of the
KGB, the security and counterin-
telligence organization,” he says

! during one intermission chat. Its
external intelligence gathering
activities should not be touched.

To a large degree Gorbachev
and Mr. Ligachev have made
Yeltsin what he is today. The
speech which led to his dismissal
from the Communist Party Polit-
buro, a ‘still-unpublished im-
promptu address to the Central
Committee in October 1987,
could have been a simple act of
political self-destruction. Instead,
party leaders organized a brutal
and  well-publicized " meeting
which dismissed Yeltsin from his
position as Moscow party chief.
This turned him into a na-
tional hero. The ‘‘coarse, inde-
cent attacks" on Yeltsin by mem-
bers of the Moscow party estab-
lishment, one elector said,!
showed how badly Yelisin had
scared the leadership. A subse-
quent news blackout seems to
have  confirmed rank-and-file
feelings that Yeltsin was indeed
their man. So did an emotional
speech by Ligachev at the 19th
party conference last summer.
Complaints at the conference
that Yeltsin arbitrarily fired Mos-
cow officials reinforced pro-Yel-
tsin feeling. **So he made life mis-
erable for the bureaucrats,” a
Muscovite said immediately after -
the conference, "“They make life
miserable for us all the time." '
Soon after fall from the top,
Yeltsin put out feelers (o radical
intellectuals. He was a founding :
member of the anti-Stalinist or-
ganization “*memorial;" he ‘and r
other founders unsuccessfully in- '
vited Alexander Solzhenitsyn to
become a member. Lrea
Radical intellectuals are’now
slightly leery of Yeltsin, i*'He's
rough, tough, and honest,"says |
the writer Yuri Koryakin. But like
Liﬁ;‘c_hcv, !Mr. Koryakin' adds,
Yeltin' linclines ' toward ¢ solving

things by’ reinforcing discipline,




Matheson & Co. Ltd.,
3 Lombard Street,
London EC3V 9AQ

17 February, 1989.

The Rt. Hon. William Waldegrave MP
House of Commons,
London SW1A 0AA
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If you were serious in what you said about helpinéﬂﬂﬁf—jjfL,‘—__‘ﬂ
advise the Soviet Union how to achieve some economic success
I would of course be happy to do whatever I can.

It is, however, a most intractable problem. The obvious
solution - to eliminate socialism - can hardly be the message
which Mr. Gorbachev wishes to receive or which it would be
diplomatic for HMG to convey (even Sakharov's manifesto falls
well short of that). It might, however, be possible to
dismantle parts of socialism. The Soviet Communist Party
would then have to rely on economic or political
compartmentalisation to protect the rest of their empire from
catching the freedom virus.

I do not believe the problem can be tackled from a mainly

economic standpoint. The macro-economic levers which we try

—
to pull in the West (money supply, deficit budgeting, etc.)

are éretty inegggggi!g_gzgg_gggg, where we are constantly
confronted with a combination of instrument fog and

. unexpected effects. To attempt to use such mechanisms in the
Soviet Union, where there is, so far as one can tell, no
effective economy at all, would lead to abject failure. Thus
the approach must be (a) politico-economic and (b) commercial.




It is tempting to try to draw on the Chinese experience, but
this would be unsound. The Chinese are culturally homogeneous
and have three dynamic capitalist communitfgg’a;ggﬁgﬁéoﬁbined
population of over 25 million bordering directly on mainland
China - Taiwan, Honavigﬁéiénd Macau. As a result South East
China has a rapidly growing natural trade and is becoming a
profitable low-cost production base for goods chiefly
dg§igned aggggéfggted by Hong Kong. None of these features
appi}vzoighe WSS EREY, Eﬁ; nearest equivalent being Finland,
which is not culturally homogeneous with Russia a;é whoééi
external trade is 1/5th that of Hong Kong's and Taiwan's
combined (whereas the USSR's is three times that of China - a
"weight" discrepancy of 15 times).

Thus the Comecon has acted historically not just as a

military buffer but as an economic screen, distancing the
N M R

Soviet Union from contact with the West and substituting as

tfiﬁiﬁdipézgﬁers (on what is effectively an enforced

e ik
bartering basis) states which are themselves inefficient. It

is the perfect recipe for poverty. This role of the Comecon
might, of course, change if Central Europe were to evolve
along pluralistic lines and to become associated with the
Common Market - an evolution which would have major political

consequences.

Returning to the idea of de-socialisation, it would in my

judgement be more effective to dismantle parts of the system

almost in toto than to dismantle it partially across the

board. Agriculture seems the obvious place to start, since it
mgﬁg;>few demands on innovation, marketing, competitiveness
or organisation - Nature performs most of the capitalist
role. The return of the land to the people would lead to a

massive increase in production which would more than




compensate for any higher open market prices. Moreover,
without wishing to re-open the controversy between Mao and
Stalin over the revolutionary potential of the countryside, I
would think the Party might regard farmers as relatively

"safe", if only because they would be dispersed, busy and
concentrating on making money.

I have read superficially of Gorbachev's proposals for
agricultural tenancies but I have no independent opinion as
to their likely effectiveness. My cast of mind would be
sceptical on the grounds that they probably fail to go to the
root of the matter, i.e. owqg;ghip. Be that ag_IE’65§T_SHée
farm productivity is ihéfeased, the problem of distribution
will remain - how to get the produce into Eggggities. Clearly
private ownershfﬁiaf—f;aziiggj warehousing, food processing
and shops would go a long way towards solving this
difficulty, but then the compartmentalisation of socialism
would be jeopardised; and to this I have no answer.

P

A second relatively separable area is foreign exchange.
Since the Soviet external account is largely a balanced book
- i.e. a quota system for imports matching the commodity
value of exports - it would cost virtually nothing to float

the ruble and make it convertible.

The ruble would doubtless drop like a stone, but this would
price some Soviet goods into export markets and contribute to
the rationing of imports by price allocation (i.e. the

market) rather than by official planning; this would improve
efficiency considerably. A collapsed ruble might also lead
to some foreign investment in the U.S.S.R.

A third useful act of dismemberment would be the freeing of
the Baltic States, except for defence and forgigB_BPIicy. (By
"fEZEIHET—E_EEEh progressivelyrgiigzzﬁb the Baltic States
their own currency, banking system, lggil_system, economic
arrangements and political system). This would bring to the

e




North West of the USSR the prospect of something akin to the
Chinese success. However, the political ramifications are
pr§§ﬁﬁgbly extremely radical. I don't know enough to be able
to judge whether the taste of independence in the Baltic
might lead to the break-up of the Soviet Union. Certainly
Gorbachev's recent remarks in Moscow suggest that there is
great reluctance to move in this direction.

An approach which is sometimes advocated is joint ventures.
These, however, are full of problems. Those which work best
in China are the ones which are just over the border, where
the Hong Kong parent can influence the production efficiency
and the quality of the output and where the foreigner is
effectively paid in product (which could be anything from
lifts to ice-cream) rather than dividends.

All this is difficult enough in China; the absence of law is,
for example, a drawback. In Russia, with long distances, a
recalcitrant workforce and language problems, it would be
harder still.

Nor do I see much prospect for itinerant labour, which has
built a number of infrastructure?projects in the Middle East
and elsewhere, the method being to import a re-exportable
army of, e.g., Korean building workers - among other
examples are the Turkish "guest-workers" in Germany. The
success of this approach owes everything to the fact that
host countries have spare cash and no labour, whereas the
U.S.S.R. has no spare cash and demoralised, but abundant,
labour. (There are, moreover, depressing Soviet precedents
with Gulag-type overtones, the latest being the forced labour
of Vietnamese deportees).

The fashionable approach nowadays is what might be called
“capitalism within anti-capitalism” - the notion of

introducing incentives, redundancies, profitability,




management accountability and other trappings of an open
economic society without changing the basic framework of
Planning, KGB and Party control, Residence Permits, Price
Controls and State ownership. In my opinion this approach
stands little chance of success. It is like introducing fish
without water. Free market business practices need a free
society in which to operate. I should think such policies
will backfire badly, discrediting both their authors and the
very idea of a more open society. I realise that this is a
pessimistic prognosis for Gorbachev's central strategy of
Perestroika, but it is what I believe.

Finally, there are Western loans. These arouse passion
disproportionate to their importance. To create a net benefit
to the U.S.S.R. they would have to be invested in Soviet
projects (or the easing of bottle-necks) earning foreign
currency at a rate of over 12% on capital, which I dare say
is rather marginal, not to say unlikely. It would not be
surprising if a fair amount of such loans found their way
into subversion; on the other hand, the Soviets have long
been punctilious payers, and they tend to regard foreign
loans as being as much a burden as a help.

The more one considers the question, the more one comes back
to human and ideological elementals. People will not work

for corrupt land or property owners backed by authoritarian
regimes, which explains the fqilure of Latin America; still

less will they work for corrupt bureaucracies embodying

totalitarian regimes, which explains the failure of Eastern
European communism. To say anything different is to fudge
the issue beyond repair. On this analysis, the central
question is how quickly and how comprehensively the U.S.S.R.
can pull back from socialism and what cover story can be
concocted for pretending that something different is
happening. There should, at least, be no shortage of experts
in creating legends.




I have not in this letter dealt with a variety of peripheral,
but related, matters such as freedom of travel and
scholarships abroad, nor have I dealt with sub-forms of
ownership, such as co-operatives, partnerships and joint
stock companies. In any event, I feel fairly sure I will now
have effectively disqualified myself from any role at all.
Nevertheless, I do gladly repeat the offer to help.

At

/
/< A

Rodney AL.each
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MR P J WESTON A\ C Powell

'"HOT-LINE' COMMUNICATIONS

You may be interested to see the attached article about the 'hot-
line' system between the US and USSR.

The new system we are putting in place for operational use in
about August next year will be very similar to that shown in the
picture under 'MOCKBA'.

The article appeared in the USSR in the Soviet magazine Oqonek in
October last year. This is a weekly 'pro-perestroika' journal of
general interest which is widely read in the USSR. The trans-
lation is by my 'hot-line' staff.

" . =
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MR C K DAVIES )
Telecommunications Secretariat
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. ARTICLE ON THE WASHINGTON - MOSCOW HOT LINE (From Ogonek 42/88)

If someone wants to make a call from Moscow to, let's say, Washington, one can
be sure that the conversation would take place although sometimes, it's true,
there would be a delay which could be ignored. But if the conversation has to
take place between the heads of state of the USSR and USA then the slightest
delay is intolerable as it might cost the human race too dear. It was like
that, for example, in the autumn of 1962 when literally the fate of the world
depended on the mutual understanding between Nikita S Krushchev and J Kennedy.
The "Caribbean Crisis" blew over safely but a problem remained: communication

between the Kremlin and the White House must be instant, reliable and permanent.

Recently, our own and American communications staff had a small unofficial
celebration - the 25th anniversary of the "hot line". It probably isn't worth
elaborating on the precise reason for adopting this name for this particular
channel of communication. It began operating on 31st August 1963 and, at that
time, the whole world welcomed the announcement of the fact with relief: a
significant step had been taken towards reducing tension. We will not be
discussing other steps in this direction now; we are only talking about a
communication link - but, incidentally, since that time, nothing has been

reported anywhere about the "hot line". It exists - full stop! The

governments of both countries decided, at the time, that openness was unacceptable.

Only very recently did this topic, too, become accessible to the press.

Previously it seemed that everything proceeded thus: the head of government
goes into a special room, the duty communications operator immediately picks
up the receiver of a special telephone No, this is wrong. There never
was a telephone, not even at the very beginning ie 25 years ago. Even then,
communication was established by enciphered teleprint or, more accurately,
through two low-speed telegraph lines. Outwardly, it was reminiscent of

people at both ends of a line exchanging telegrams. In principle, this
arrangement has been operating right up to the present although the technology

for exchanging communications has become immeasurably more complicated.

At first it was arranged that the route of the line would be via the cable

lying or the sea bed. Since the cable was never considered sufficiently
reliable, the link was duplicated by a short wave radio channel through a relay
in Tangier. But the era of the communications satellite arrived and, in

1977, the "hot line" became cosmic. It is probably worth adding that all these
technical matters are the subject of specific discussions between representatives

of the two governments and official international documents are agreed.




. next such agreement or, more accurately, the 1984 addition to the agreement,

concerned a cipher facsimile channel. It is now possible to transmit maps,

charts and diagrams - in brief, any kind of graphic information.

How all this happens can be seen in the photographs we publish. Some

of -the photography was done in the United States; the other
photographs are our own. Here, for example, is the duty control room

in the Kremlin. Three "three-storied" banks of equipment - these are the
terminals of three parallel but not interconnected "hot line" communication
links. Two links go via two satellites, the third by transatlantic cable.

There is also a fourth link, the technical channel, for servicing the whole
communications system. The reason for such a complicated arrangement is
understandable: one of the satellites may go out of action, the underwater cable

may break, but Moscow and Washington do not lose contact.

The equipment itself - dislay units, personal computers, facsimile communication
equipment and printing devices - may be regarded as ordinary, standard

equipment but, of course, it represents the last word in technology. It stands
to reason that it must be identical for ourselves and the Americans - the line
operates in common! Only the rows of characters visible on the display units
"fly off" into the ether - this is the actual information, the secrecy of

which ensures a peaceful life for us. There, in fact, are all the secrets of

the "hot line"

But there is yet another side to the 25th anniversary of its history - the
technical side. Before reaching the Soviet display unit from the American, or
vice versa, these characters, transformed into signals, must complete an
extremely long journey. From the Kremlin to the antennae of Moscow's
Ostankinskaya Tower, then to Dubna near Moscow, then through outer space to the
continent of America and through the satellite station of West Virginia to
Washington. 1In order to get some idea about the work of this enormous bridge
of communications, we went to Dubna, on the bank of the quiet river bearing

the same name, where the invisible link tears itself away from the earth and

heads into outer space.

We knew that we were going to a special sort of place and expected long drawn
out proceedings with a system of passes and security complications but, without
a second's delay, holding press passes in our hands, we passed the bored

guard in a cowboy shirt in the small entrance hall with "International Research

Centre for Satellite Communications "Dubna - Intercosmos"" incribed on a plate.




’n whole area of the Centre could be seen as clearly as the palm of your hand.

more or less solid buildings, a few structures rather like small detached
houses and a whole complex of different sized antennae; differing in
dimension but uniformly reminiscent of either gigantic saucers, placed
crookedly on edge, or enormous white umbrellas scattered along the edge of the
wood. These picturesque parabolas directed towards the sky even climbed onto
the roof of a large three-storied house and this township of antennae made so
grave an impression that I admit that, initially, it even grated on me that
government communications were equipped on such a grand scale. (But the thought
immediately came to mind - how does one talk from Moscow, for example, to
Serpukhov or, from there, with Valda.) Our conversation with one of the duty
engineers started with thisquestion and it immediately became clear that the
Dubninskij Centre not only carries out these very important functions but a

series of other tasks as well.

It is from thisvery place that all telephone conversations from our country to
countries in the Atlantic region are relayed to a satellite and, what is more,
by means of a transit, Dubna connects telephone subscribers from socialist
countries in Europe, through outer space, with subscribers in the USA, Canada,
Cuba, Syria etc. Telegraphic communications are passed along the same satellite
channels through Dubna. Remember, moreover, that we have long been accustomed
to television showing us foreign video clips of current news several times a
day. Well, these video clips are first received in Dubna and it is from here
that they are transmitted to the telecentre in Ostankino. And have these
"telebridges" become common? Up till now, for example, I thought that one of their
ends was leaning directly against the Ostankinskaya Tower. This proves not to

be the case, only from Dubna, from these "umbrella-like" antennae does

communication really become cosmic.

Incidentally, why are there so many of these antennae? This is the time to
introduce the man I have been talking to, Valdimir Mochalov, the head of
Section 2. "Each antenna serves its lines of communication: one goes through
our own "Intersputnik" system, another through the American "Intelsat" system.
Satellites are launched in such a way that they, as it were, hang continually
above a single point of the terrestrial sphere - approximately over the

centre of the Atlantic....".

The cosmos, satellites, the depths of the oceans, distant continents

in our conversation, these were not abstract concepts but the ordinary working
vocabulary of the man sitting opposite me. He said all these words with famili-
arity in a workaday fashion with a barely discernable local pronunciation.

This little detail somehow particularly underlined the fact that we were

3




Qa little town in the very centre of primordial Russia - right on the banks

the Volga ..... Valdimir Ivanovich confirmed that he came from this area,
from the town of Murom. He had worked in a factory, studied at the institute
by correspondence course and, when he had gained’ his diploma, became an
engineer at the long-range cosmic communications station in Gus-Khrustal'nij
which serves the countries in the region of the Indian Ocean. But he was invited
to Dubna when the new station was built here before the Moscow Olympics and the
most experienced and best-qualified specialists were recruited for it. A
particularly important role was intended for the new communications centre.
It seemed symbolic to me that, in the seach for high grade specialists in
satellite communications, there was no need to ransack the whole country.
Many of the people we managed to speak to here pronounced words in that same,

characteristic local fashion.

However, there aren't very many people here and the three floors of the large
building under its canopy of huge antennae seems rather empty in comparison

with the abundance of electronics with which the building is literally stuffed.

"Now this is the rack", Mochalov indicated a "cupboard" of equipment with
luminous peep-holes, "which serves the "hot line" At the moment",
Mochalov threw a glance at the oscillograph screen, "this is a "cold line" -

there is no link, but a check is scheduled every hour".

"What does it consist of?"

"The operators who are on duty round the clock in Moscow transmit a test message".

"And in Dubna

"We are manned 24 hours a day here too: we reckon according to Greenwich time.
I did mention that we don't deal only with government communication links,

but also telephone, telegraph, television - everything that goes through space.
Right now, you are interested in the "hot line" - no interruption of
communications whatsoever can be tolerated there, of course. But when, let's
assume, an "ordinary" relay of a television transmission from another continent
is in progress, the responsibility is just as great: we have no right to
permit a break in the picture. It's bad if even a second's interference is

our fault: more than five seconds - well, that's really a state of emergency".

"And supposing, as everyone jokes these days, '"the interference isn't on our

territorylV.




would be in vain. Space communication is, in fact, very reliable, more
often than not malfunctioning occurs on the ground; the communications
operator 1is not to blame. We merely observe the quality of the signal

going out to or arriving from the satellite".

"Do you talk to the Americans yourself?"

"Yes, we have a channel for service communications, we conduct essential

discussions by teleprinter. Look, you can see it here".

Vladimir Ivanovich picked up a paper tape - the teleprinter accepted the

message: "MSK from FD. Good morning, dear colleagues

"That means: Moscow is taking a message from the American station in Fort-
Detrick, Pennsylvania via the "Intersputnik"* system. Further on - our
response: there are no problems, communications normal. But here, the operators
in Section I are linked to the "Ehtam"* station via "Intelsat". We take

Russian as the operating language. In Section 1 they take English".

Section 1 - here it is, alongside Section 2. There is nothing like a wall
dividing them, there is not even even a theoretical dividing line between
the "States" in the common room. There are no boundaries here and there are
none in space ..... The time has probably not yet come when we can dream

that boundaries in general will disappear but the fact that we are now

already trying to remove them, little by little, is a very good sign.

Translator's Note

*I have simply transliterated these satellite names. "Intersputnik" could be

translated as "Intersatellite". "Ehtam" could also be written as "Atam".
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npuemnema. W nuwb COBCEM HeAaBHO 3Ta Tema Toke
crana [ocTynHow ANA neuatu

-..Mpexpe kasanocs — sce npoucxoaut Tak PyKOBO-
AWTenb rocyaapcTea 3axoAuT B OCOGYI0 KOMHATy. pe-
HKYPHBIN CORBNCT TYT XKe CHUMAeT TpyOKy cneunansHoro
Tened)onHoro annapara... Her, ato HeoepHo. Tenedona
He ObINO Aaxe € CamMoro Havana, To ecrs ABAJUATL NATL
NeT Hasan: ceaab yxe TorAa OCyU|eCTBNANACH WUGPOR-
Kamu no Tenerannam, TOMHee roBOPA — NO ABYM HUIKO-
CKOPOCTHbLIM TenerpagHbiM kananam. BHewHe 310 Hano-
MUHANo, 6yATO NIDAW N0 06a KOHLA NKUHUK 0OMeHUBaIoT-
cA TenerpaMmamu. B npunumne ata cxema gencruyer
W MOHBIHE, XOTA HEWIMEPUMO YCNOKHUNAECH CaAMa TEXHO-
norus nepepavn coobuweHun

CHavana Tpacca Gbina oprannaosana no kabenw,
nexawemy Ha aue okeaua. MoCKONbKY HafexHOCTH
Kabens BCOrAa CYMTanace HEHOCTATOMHOW, CBA3L Aay-
6NNPOBanNack KOPOTKOBOMHOBLIM PanuokaHanom yepea
perpaxcnaTop 8 Tawxepe. Ho npuwna apa CNYTHUKOB
CBA3W, 1 B 1977 rogy «ropsiuas nuHua» crana KOCMUYe-
Ckow. HasepHoe, CTouT Ao6asuTh, 4To BCE 3TN TexXHU e-
CKWe BONPOCHLI CNeynansHo 06CyAAIOTCA NpeacTaBuTe-
NAMU [ABYX FOCYAAPCTB, NPUHUMAIOTCA OMuNanbHbie
MeXAyHapogHbie AoKkymeHTsl. OdepeaHas Takas aoro-
BOPEHHOCTL —  BEpHee, [OMONHEeHe K CornaweHuo
1984 ropa — kacanack hakcumunbHoOM wubposaHHon
[MHAN: TeNEPb MOXHO NepeAaBaTh KapThbl, CXeMbl, pu-
CyHKW — Kopoue, niobyio rpathuyeckyo VHOpMayuio

Kak Bce 910 NPOWCXOAUT, BUAHO Ha CHUMKAX, KOTO-
pbie  Mbl nybnukyem. Yacrte otorpachun  caenana
8 CoeauHeHHbIX LTaTax, Apyrine cHUMKN — Hawm, Bor,
Hanpumep, pAexypHas annapatHas g Kpemne. Tpu
“TPEXaTaAHbIX» CTeHAA C NPUGOPaMN — 3TO TepMuHa-
Nbl TPeX NapannenuHLix, He CHAIAHHBIX Mexay cobou
Kavlanoo “TOPAYECH NUHUN Y ARA Kanana wayr Hepea aoa
CNyTHUKA, TpeTun — no TpaHcaTnaHTu4eckomy kabeno
ECTb u vetBepThin Kanan, TexHuueckun,— ana o6crny-
HNBAHUS BCEW ITON CUCTEMbI CBA3U. [MOHATHO, 3avem
HYXHA Takan CNoXHAR CXOMA: MOXET UbIATM M3 CTPOR
OAVH W3 CRYTHWKOB, MOXAT MOPRATLEA NOABOAHLIA Ka-
Gens, Ho MockBa u BawwHrtoH He NOTEPAIDT KOHTaKTa

Cama annapartypa — pgucnnen, NEePCOHArbHLIC KOM-
NbIOTEPb!, YCTAHOBKN (haKCUMMNLHOW CBA3W, pacneva-
ThiBaloWWe yCTPoNCTBa — MOXCT CUMTATLCA OOLIMHOW,
CTaHAAPTHOW, HO, KOHEUHO, COOTBETCTLYIOWeN Nocnes-
Hemy Cnosy TexHuku. Paaymeercs, y Hac u y amepukan-
Ues oHa ponxHa OblTb 04NHAKOBOW — Befb paboTaeT
eanHan nuHua! B admp  «yHocaTCsr Nuwe WEPEHIU
uMp, BUANMBIX Ha ronyBbIX IKpaHax Avcnnees,— 2310
Ta caman MHOPMAUUA, CEeKPETHOCTHL KOTOpOW o6ecne-
HUBABT Haly C BaMKU CNOKOWHYIO XWU3HbL. BOT, cobcTBen-
HO, 1 BCE TaWHbl «rOPAYEN NUHUU+

Ho ecTe ewe ogHa cropoma psaguatunatunetHen ce
MCTOpUN — TexHudeckan. lpexge Yem nonacts ¢ ame-
PUKAHCKOrO ANCMNEst Ha CORETCKMIA MW HAOGOPOT, 3T
Undhpel, NPEOOPA3ZOBAHHBIC B CUIHANLI, AOMKHDI couep-
wuTh gnuHHedwee nytewectene. M3 Kpemna — k ap-
TEHHAM MOCKOBCKOW OCTaHKUMCKOW Oawhv, 3aTem —
B NOAMOCKOBHYKO [lybHy, mOTOM 4Yepea Kocmuc — wa
ANMEPUKAHCKUIA KOHTUHEHT W YePe3 CNyTHUKOBYIO CTak-
o 3anagHon BupruHum — k Bawwunriony. Y1o6el no-
Ny4nTe NpeacTasnexue o pabote ITOrO OFPOMHOD MO-
CTa CBA3N. Mbl OTNPaBNAEMCA B Lybuy, Ha Geper Tuxon
Peukn C TeMm ke Ha3saHWem, rae Hesugumas NUHWA,
OTOPBABWUCL OT 3eMNU. YCTPEMNABTCA B KOCMOC

Mul 3Hanm, YTo efem Ha Kakow-10 0cobLIA 00beKT. n
OXUAANN KAHUTENW C NPONYCKHOW CUCTEMOW. CROX-
HOCTEN OXpaHbi, HO... 63 CekyHaHOoN 3a0epPXKKU, Aepxa
B PyKax pefakuuoHHbIe yA0CTOBePEHUS, MUHOBANW CKy-
Halowero BaxTepa B KOBOOUKE, B MaNEHLKON NpoxoaHon
C Tabnuykown «MexpayHapoambiv JKCNepUMeHTanbHbIN
UEHTP CNyTHUKOBOW BN «[ly6Ha — WhTepkocmocs.

Bea tepputopun Llentpa NPOCMATPUBALTCH Kak Ha
N13A0HU: 10a 60Nee WU MEHEEe CONUAHBIX 343U, He-
CKOMLKO NOCTPOEK THNA KOTTEAKEN, M — UCNBIA KOM-
NNEKC Pa3HOKANWUGEPHbIX aHTEHH. OTAUYAIUUXCA NO
paamepam, HO 0AMHAKOBO HANOMWUHAIOL|MX NGO NOCTaR-
NEHHble KPUBO Ha pebpo ruraHTckue 6nogya, nnbo
BENUKAHCKUe Genble 30HTUKKW, pa3bpocaHHuie No aene-
HOW ONylWwKe. 3TN XMBONUCHBIE Napadonsl, HauenexHse
Ha Hebo, 3abpanuce gaxe Ha Kpblwy 60NbWOro Tpex-
STEKHOrO AOMA, U BECH 3TOT AHTEHHbLIA FOPOAOK npoua-
BOAWN HACTONLKO Cepbe3Hoe Bnevatnewve. YTo, Npu-
3HAOCb, MCHA NOHaYany Aaxe NOKOPOOMIO — € KAKWM
Pa3mMaxom 000pyhoBaHa NPaBUTENLCTBEHHARA CBSIaL
(Cpa3y BCNOMHWMNOCH, KakoBO norosopuTs “3 MOCKBbI,
Hanpumep. ¢ Cepnyxosom mnu, Tam, ¢ Banpaem). C ato-
0 BONPOCE W HAYANCA Hal PAa3rOBOP C OAHUM N3 Aexyp-
HBIX MHXEHEPOB, W CPa3y BLIACHWOCH, YTO /lyGHUHCKMA
Uenip vbinonusier He Tonwko 3Ty BaXHEAWYI0 (hyHK-
UvI0, HO W pAAR Apyrux 3apavd

VIMeHHo 0TCioaa TpaucnupyloTca Ha CNYTHUK BCE Te-
NE(POHHLIC PAIFOBOPLI. KOTOPLIE BOAYICA M3 Hawew
CTPaHLI CO CTPaHamMu aTNAHTUYECKOTO peruoHa. Aa elue

“TPAHINTOM~ [lybHa CBA3LIBART 4Yeped KOCMOC |efie-
GOHHBIX AOOHEHTOB U3 BOPONEUCKNX COLMANNCTUYECKIUX
CTpan ¢ aboHeHTamu w3 CLJA, Kanagpl. Ky6ul, Cvpvn
Y Tak panee. M0 Tem we CNyTHUKOBbIM KaHanam BepeT-
ca uepea [lybHy TtenerpadiHas cefadb Kpome Ttoro.
BCNOMHUTE: Mbl yXe A3aBHO NPUBLIKNW. YTO Tenesuge-
HWe NO MHOTY Paa 8 AeHb NOKAILIBALT HaM 3apy6exHbIe
BUABOCKOKETbI CErOAHRALIHUX HOBOCTEN — TaK BOT, 3TH
BUACOCIOKETLI NPUHUMAIOTCA cHauana B [ly6He, a yx
0TCloAa nNepeaalnTcs Ha TeneyeHTp 8 OCTaHKUHO
A CTaBLINE NPUBLIMHBIMW «TENEMOCT bl ? Mue. nanpumep,
AO CUX NOP KA3aN0Ch. YTO OHW YNUPAIOTCA OIHUM U3 CROMX
KOHUOB NPAMO B OCTAHKUHCKYIO TeNeGaluHio; Okaabigaer-
CA. HET. NUWb OT [lyGHbI, C 3TUX BOT «30HTUUHBIX» aHTEHN
CBA3b CTAHOBWTCA NO-HACTONAWIEMY KOCMUHECKOM

Kcratn, novemy atnux antenH Taxk mMuoro? 3peck nopa
NPEACTaBnTL MOEro CobeCeHUKA — HAYanbHUKa 2-ro
uexa Bnapuwmupa Movanosa

Kampasn antenna 00CNYXUBACT CBOW TPaCChl CoA-
34 OAHA MART Yeped Hawy cucTemy «UHTepcnyTHuk:
APYran — 4Yepesa aMmepukaHckylo cuctemy «Uutencar.
CnyTHWKW 3anyuiensl Tak, YTo Kak Obl BUCAT poe 8pems
HaA OAHOW TOYKOW 3IEBMHOTO Wapa — NPUMEPHO Haa
UCHTPOM ATnaHTuku

KocMmoc, cnythukn, okeanckue rnybunsl, panekwe
KOHTWHEHTLI... Cenvac, B Hawem pa3roBope. aTo Hbinw
HE KAKne-T0 OTBNeYEHHKIe NOHATUA, a O6bIMHAR cny-
KEOHAN TEPMUHONOINA CUAAWETO HANPOTHB MEHA Yeno-
Beka. OW NponaHocun Bce 3tu cnosa b6yAHWYHO. npu-
BbIMHO. C 4yTb 3aMETHLIM MECTHbIM OkaHbem W ata
MEN04L KAK-TO 0COGEHHO NOAHEPKMBANa, YTO Mbl HAaxXO-
ANMCH B ManeHbKoM r0POAKe CAMOro LEeHTPa UCKOHHOW
Poccum — na camom Gepery Bonru... Bnagumup Weawo-
BUY NOATBEPAUN: [, OH BBLIXOAGY U3 ITUX MeCT, w3
ropopa Mypoma. PaGotan Ha 3aB0Ae, YYUNCA 3a04HO
B VHCTWTYTE, A NONYy4MB AWNNOM. CTan uHXeHepom Ha
CTaHUMU AanbHen KOCMUYECKOM CBAIan B Mych-XpycTans-
HOM, Ta CTaHuma 06CNyxuBaeT crpaHs! pernoxa Uuawn-
CKOro pkeana. A u [lybHy ero npurnacunu KOrna afecsL
nepen Mockorckou Onumnuagow Geina NOCTPORHA HO-
oan CYDH(“‘N W Ha Hee ND’JMDBI‘IV’ CaMbIX ONLITHILIX U KRH
NUPUUMPOBAHHLIX CNBUNMANUCTOY HOBOMY UeHTpy ceaam
NPEAHA3HAYANUCH  OCOBEHHO OTBETCTBEHHLIE pPONU
W MHe. HanpuMep. Ka)eTcn CUMBONUYHBIM, Y4T0 B nowc-
KAX BLICOKOKNACCHLIX CNRUMANIACTOB N0 CHYTHAKOBOW
CRAIN He NpUIINGCH 0OIAPURATL BCK CTPAHY: MHOIME
C KeM yAanock 3Aechb Norosoputb, NPOVM3HOCAT CNosa
C TEM Xe MECTHLIM OKaHbem

Bnpovuem, niogen 3pece He Tax Y% MHOMo, u Tpu
3TAXa 6ONbWOO 3AAHNA NOA CEHBIO OfPOMHBIX AHTEeHH
KaxyTca nyctoBaTbiMW NO CPABHEHUKD C TeM obunuem
INCKTPOHUKM, KOTOPOW ITOT AOM OGYKBANLHO HAaYMHeH

— Bor 3ra crowka— nokassisaer Mouanos Ha
“wKkad»  annapatypbl €O CBETAWMMUCA rnaskamu,—
0BCNYXNBART «rOPAYYIO NMUHUIO Cewnyac,— Mouanos
6pocaer B3rnsg na IKpaH ocuyunnorpaga.— 3To «xo-
NOAHAA Nukma»: cBAIM HeT. Ho KaxAabim Yac 3annannpo-
BaHa npoeepka

— B 4em oHa coctout?

— Oneparopsi, koTopsie 8 Mockee AEXYPST KPyrno
CYTO4HO, nNepefaloT NPOBEPOMHbLIE TEKCTLI

— A B [lyGHe

— 3Aech TOXe KpyrnocyToqHan pabota. Mbl oTcuu-
ToiBaem 8pema no [puHBudy — BegsL s roBopun, uYTo
Y HacC He TONbKO NPaBUTeNbCTBEHHAR MIHUA CBAIN, HO
v 1eneoH. Tenerpach, TenesuaeHue — pce. YTo naer
4epe3 kocmoc, BoT Bbl MHTepecyeTeck cenvac «ropauen
NUHWeN» — Tam, KOHeUHO, NOoN c60M B CBAIU Heaony-
cTim. Ho korpa. npeanonoxum, VABT «00bIMHARY TpaH-
CNAUNS Tenenepeaayy C Apyroro KOHTUHEHTa, oTBeT-
CTBEHHOCTb He MEHbWe — Mbl He WMeem npasa Aony-
CKaTb CPbIBA N30OPAKEHMA: ECNU CEKYHAHBIE NOMexXu No
Haweu BuUHE — yxe Nnoxo, ecnu 6Gonvwe nsTu ce-
KyHA — 3710 Hacroswee Y.

— A ecfin, Kak Tenepb BCE WYTAT, «NOMexu He Ha
Hawew Tepputopumnn»?

— Her. Bbl HanpacHo, kocMuueckas cenas AencTeu-
TeNbHO paboTaeT OYeHb ycTon4MBo. cHow Yaule scero
BO3HUKAIOT Ha 3eMne, He No BUHe CBRINCTOB. Mbl TOMb-
KO Cneanm 3a Ka4ecTooM CUrHana. KoTopbin YXOAUT «Ha
6opT» cnyTHUKA WNu NpuxoguT oTTYAQ

— A camn ¢ amepukaHuamu pasrosapupaete?

— Ha. y Hac ecTb KaWan paboqen CRA3W. Mbl MO
1enertanny segeM HeoGxoauMble neperosopsl. Bot su-
AvTe.— Brnaaumnp Meaxosuy Gepet s PyKn GymaxHyio
NeHTYy.— Tenerann npuHan coobwenve «MCK or o
Ho6psin feHs, aoporve Konnerw...» JTo IHAUNT — Mo-
CKBa no cucteme «MHTEpPCNyTHUK» NpUHUMaeT coobuye-
HWe C aMepuKaHCKow CTaHuvu B ®opr-[leTpuk, wrar
MNeHcuneoanma. flanswe — Haul oToer npobnem Huka-
KWUX. CBA3b HOpMansHan. A BoT Yeped «UHTencat» one-
PaTtopel Nepeoro uexa CBA3LIBAKTCA CO CTaHuuen
«31am». Y Hac pabouum A3bikom NPUHAT  PyCCKUM.
B NEPBOM LEXC — AHINUACKWUN

NepBbIv 1ex — BOT OH, PRAOM CO BTOPHIM. MX He
PAJACIIACT HE TO MTO CTeHKA — Aaxe YEepP10HKU yCros-
HOW HeT MexAay «rocy/apcTeamvs o 3ToM 06Wwem 3anc
Het rpaunyst 3necs. vet ee o kocmoce. HasepHoe. He
NPWLINO NOKA eule BPeMA ME4TaTh O TOM. YTOGbI rPaHuL
HE CTANno BOOGWIC. HO TO. 4TO MuI ye cendac noHemiory
nx yGupaeMm.— o4eHb 4o0pbiu 3Hak!

25
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PRIME MINISTER

OUR RELATIONS WITH THE RUSSIANS

I thought you should see the attached mlnuta from Alan Clark e
brings out the extraordinary state “of confuslon in the Sov1et
camp but I believe it can also be taken to indicate the

opportunities for us both politically and commercially.

25 Kamentsev himself provided more sweetness than light and I
am not sure whether we advanced the cause of many British

companies or projects. Nonetheless he did seem to invite

commercial proposals of a more daring nature than we have

hitherto considered practical politics and my officials are
taking steps to ensure that you will be able to raise two or
three with Gorbachev without too much risk of upsetting him when
he arrives in April.

3 Turning to the political side, the main economic reason for
fearing for Perestroika seems to be the mismatch between the
immediate need for more consumer goods in Soviet shops and the
Ewo or three years that it will take Gorbachev to get production
from his proposed investment in machinery to make these goods,

coupled with his determination not to borrow to fill the gap.

4. While I doubt if we ought to persuade him to borrow unless

we can see a good chance of his avoiding a repeat of the Polish
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fiasco on a more serious scale, I do think the time has come for
us to push more radical proposals for increasing the USSR's hard-

o o -
Y\ currency income.

I am copying this minute to Geoffrey Howe.

a

DY
|l February 1989

Department of Trade and Industry

PS3CCH
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Secretary of State cc Chancellor of the Duchy of

Lancaster
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You should have a note of my meetings in the last week with three
senior, though second-tier members of East European Governments.
At the Lancaster House dinner last week for Kamentsev

I had Bespalov the Soviet Minister for the Chemical
Industry on my right hand. After a somewhat taciturn beginning
he suddenly asked me why the DTI existed at all (!):
'What is the role of the Department when all industrial decisions

and contracts are undertaken by the private sector ?'.

 Aeeprly ﬂL'\‘MLA
515 A COPY. THE ORIGINAL
stz TAINED UNDER SECTION 2
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After some moments of general discussion on these lines he
confided that his own position was 'quite impossible'. He no

longer had directive powers; individual managers were making

their own decisions about production programmes, tending always

to opt for what was easiest.

"But what about the market? If they were satisfying a demand
well and good, surely?" No, they didn't have to bother about
that. They were making things for which there was no demand
'...because it was more convenient'.

"Sack them". He had no powers.

"Put them under arrest" (I tried to coax out any latent

Stalinism). That could only be done in wartime.

Bespalov lamented what sounded very like the Russian equivalent
of the Employment Protection Act: 'it is against the law to
dismiss anyone other than for a criminal offence'. There was a
conspiracy between managers, who came in late and left early ,
and workers who 'also liked to stay in bed'. (Shades of

Devonport Dockyard!).
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I should emphasise that Bespalov struck me as being an
intelligent, liberal minded human being. But he is deeply gloomy

about Perestroika, said things had been done in the wrong order -

political reforms had come 'at random' before the economy was

strong enough to support them. As Perestroika developed
Gorbachov had been obliged to make concessions 'to different

groups'. The reforms were completely out of balance.

Emboldened, I gave the advice which I offered to the Central
Praesidium in October 1987 when I was Chairing the Joint
Commission. "Privatise agriculture and road haulage, and
everything else will fall into place". He, as they did then,
received this in complete silence.

Our conversation was long and intense. I won't delay you by
repeating it all but I find it astonishing that a senior member
of (any) Government should express himself with such reckless
candour about the policy of the administration of which he is a
member, to a complete stranger who holds Ministerial office in

another country, and that country not even an ally.
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Then today I hosted a lunch for Obzina, Deputy Prime Minister of
Czechoslovakia. He is a heavy Stalinist of the old school -
Military Technical Acadamy, Army role in the 1968 uprising, etc.
But with a certain brutal geniality. In Prague last year I had
baited him with the fact that in 1939 Czechoslovakia was the
fourth richest country in Europe; now after 50 years of socialism

it was the 17th. He remembers this. Anyhow, in my speech at the

end of the meal I referred to the Joint Socialist Market said

something diplomatic about how this showed things were '...on
move in the Comecon countries politically and economically'.

Blandish stuff. 1In our conversation he had made contemptuous
references to 'fashionable reforms' but to my amazement in his

response he said, on his feet to the whole room:

'On the move? To move one has first to be upright. But we have
been brought to our knees, indeed you could say we were lying on

our back.'

Then this evening I had a meeting with Jastrzebski, the Polish
Minister for External Economic Relations. His misgivings showed
from yet another angle. In recommending the reforms, he said,
significantly, they had now got enough momentum and would

survive, one way or another, 'possible political changes'.
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"Changes?"

'Of direction. Returns' (sic) .

You will appreciate the significance that all three of my

interlocutors , politicians with different responsibilities, in
different countries, should have expressed their anxieties so
recklessly. Even allowing for the fact that my own somewhat
uninhibited style invites indiscretion I found this surprising,

and ominous.

My own view, for what it is worth, is that Gorbachov will
survive. Not only is he tough and clear-headed but he has worked
his way up from the very bottom of the system. It is not as if
he were some intellectual like Kerensky imposed from outside as
window-dressing; or some Pahlevi autocrat who got it by
inheritance. He must know every rock and gully on the approach
march where he might suffer an ambush, or could entrap his

enemies.

But these encounters, coming so close and being so consistent in

tone, do not augur well for his prospects.

A

\

\

ALAN CLARK
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You will recall that when you met members of the Water Bill
Committee, we had a wide-ranging discussion which touched on
conditions in the USSR and Mr Gorbachev's difficulties in
reviving the spirit of enterprise.

The name of Stefan Terlezki cropped up in our discussion,
and when I met him later in the week, I sought his opinion.
His views were sufficiently interesting for me to ask him to
set them down and he has done so. He addresses the main
issue on page 4.

~—r
=7
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WYN ROBERTS

Rt Hon Margaret Thatcher MP
The Prime Minister

10 Downing Street

London SW 1
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Wyn Roberts Esq MP., 16 Bryngwyn Road,
The Minister of State, Cyncoed,

LONDON SWIA OAA. CARDIFF CF2 6PQ

’/)M //4{7,\,\, 7th. Febuary 1989,

It was good to see you last week at the Pontypridd By-Election
Adoption Meeting of Nigel Evans. I must congratulate you on your excellent
and invigorating speech, which I am sure, recharged the batteries of everyone
present. You truly sent everyone off to the Pontypridd constituency with a
lot of ammunition at their disposal, in order to work hard for Nigel and
achieve a good and favourable result. I shall campaign for him also.

The point you made about the Prime Minister's interest in mr Gorbachev's
perestroika which doesn't seem to work and the reason why, and what did I think
about it - well, I can speak and write volumns on the past and present social,
political and economic situation in the Soviet Union, but I will try to keep
it as short as possible, and should be more than happy to help if asked. I hope
you will be able to give Margaret a copy of this letter.

My views regarding the situation in the Soviet Union is without doubt,
that things are happening in Russia today, and there must be no turning back.

As Ukrainian by birth, and with personal experience, I understand the
situation better than reading about it a hundred times, and so, I try to under-
stand the West's reaction to glasnost and perestroika, adn ask myself, how would
I react?

I think I would be pleased it is happening, but afraid of rejoying
prematurely. I think I would have mixed feelings and emotions, and want to believe
it was true, but fearful of being mistaken. I would be sceptical, cautiously
optimistic and so, it is vital to understand the present situation.

There is a certain mental fatigue in the people in the soviet Union.

alt comes from the gulf between the words that leaders used to speak and what
the people saw around them.

In the past, no one wanted to do anything until they were ordered to

et Sl S e
do so. Now, the people enjoy speaking freely (limited), but they want a home

for fﬁeir families, good food on the table, and the most basic commodities @nd
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necessities in their daily lifes./ And for the man in the street, the economic
benefits have yet to materialise.

Things are worse now than before, and so
Mr Gorbachev has insurmountable problems to ové?ESEEZ if indeed he can.

The question needs to be asked - whilst Mr Gorbachev has stated his
aim is to make the Marxist-Leninist-Communist system better, and the steps he
has taken are quite radical, can he attempt such changes without admitting that
Socialism has failed?

Personally speaking, I am an optimist, because optimism is an obligation.
I just wonder, whether Mr Gorbachev is likewise minded? Does he want to see
perestroika and glasnost a reality in his life-time, or in his grand-children's
lifetime?

I feel that we should be wary of Gorbachev's seductive smile. He is a
great proformer and communicator, but in Winston Churchill's formulation - "to
think about Russia was to confront a riddle rapt in mystery inside an enigma".

What Mr Gorbachev has been speaking about, alongside glasnost and
perestroika, is only a little of the truth that has been obvious since 1912;

He tells us that it was Stalin and Brezniev who should be blamed for
everything that has happened in Russia. And so they should, but not for every-
thing. Because it was Lenin, not Stalin or Brezniev who started it all. Lenin
built the system of trysﬁﬁyj-the slave-1labour camps and a11owga—267237é and
executions with impunity. Mr Gorbachev knows that.

Once again, he tells us that Stalin adn Brezniev's actrocities must
not be forgotten, and Leninism-Communism in it's purity, must be adhered too.

I find this irreconcilable.

The evidence against Lenin is overwhelming. He established the Russian

Secret Police and NKVD, and I, and regrettably my father,‘F?E‘?EﬁTT , relations

— _—_— —_—
adn friends have experienced. The horror, actrocities and prosecutions carried

out by the NKVD~@E§ﬁh6ffendba;T_'1he NKVD was given ultimate power over people

and never subjected to legal restraights.
fﬁl(LenfETE-EBEE;;E;;E?SE_;;E_ZTEVe—1abour camps were kept full and to a

great extent, it remains so today. He believed in terror as a means of suppressing
internal opposition. In 1921, Lenin forced a passage of resolutions forbidding

any criticism of his regime. I ask muself, is this the inheritance to which

Mr Gorbachev is so anxious to retain or return too? Or does he secretly dislike
Lenin as much as he dislikes Stalin and Brezniev, because rejecting Lenin, whilst

remaining a Marxist-Leninist-Communist is extremely difficult.
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nothing to teach me about freedom, or how to maintain a decent, free and democratic

[ believe MrGorbachev when he says he is a Leninist, therefore, he has

society. He may convince me only on condition that, perestroika and glasnost
continues to succeed. But then, I ask myself, can a siberian bear beceome a
vegetarian?

I welcome whole-heartedly the INF Agreement as it is a step in the right
direction, to be sure. And in spite of Mr Gorbachev's announcement of a reduction
in arms, I strongly believe that NATO's strategy of extended nuclear deterrent
must be unchanged and where necessary, modernized.

I believe that we should maintain the necessary strength in nuclear and
conventional arms, in order to speak from and defend if and when required our
freedom and liberty, because in spite of the Russian pronounced reduction, they
still out-number the West on sea,land and in the air. After all, in man-power
alone, the Russians have 5,500,000 troops and 4-5 million reservists, which in
itself, speaks volumns for the West to be on guard at all times.

As I said, I certainly want glasnost and perestroika to succeed, but then,
when you take Mr Gorbachev's statement: "that glasnost means you can say anything
you Tike, providing it does not harm Socialism -sov-speak - Leninism-Communism",
in other words, you can discuss anything except, the most important question of
all - Has Communism ever worked? And if not, should something-else be tried?

And who decides what "harming Socialism means"?

Last November, Mr Gorbachev said that his reforms are facing difficulties
and that many people have become apathetic towards the ideals of Communism. He
told Moscow activists in the Young Communist League (the Komsomol) "... the
process of democratisation, the unfolding of Socialist democracy's potential,
is not going smoothly". He even acknowledged that people brought up in the 1960s
and 1970s, "are sometimes spoken of as a lost generation, for whom Communism has

presumably become meaningless". He also said that "many things are making people

angry, and there has been no noticible improvment in getting food and consumer
good to the people". He went on to say, "despite the cynics in all generations,
Toyalty to the October Revolution of 1917, faith in Socialism and in our choice
had been preserved". "Perestroika, should not end up like the locomotive which
had just enough steam for a single blast of it's whistle. "We have already blown
the whistle. Now we must roll ahead and pick up speed".

Well, he may be talking a lot of sense, but in the end, he has to pretend
to believe much of the fantasy of the Russian past and Utopian future. He cannot
break the bond of that fantasy.
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Take glasnost, which has not touched foreign affairs, or any aspect of
current Soviet foreign policy. The Nationalities question, as the Russians refer
to their problem of empire. MrGorbachev and his subordinates cannot understand
whey the"little brothers" (as the Soviet minorities are sometimes refered too),
are not truly grateful for the Russian conquest. At lTeast the Afghans can be
dismissed as mad muslems, never members of the empire.

To allow small nations to edge away from within the soviet Union maybe
too hard for Mr Gorbachev and his subordinates to stomach. Although, he should
be credited with getting rid of the old-guard in the armed forces and the Kremlin.
But, he must still fight the generals. The army is not a "disappearing institution",
it still takes 15-25 % of the GNP for it's expenditure, without too many questions
being asked. Most senior officers in the Russian Army are dyed-in-the-wool hard
nosed Marxist-Leninist-Communist party men, who see the armed forces as the bastion
of Marxism-Leninism-Communism-socialist State.

There are about 30 members of the armed forces and KGB in the Communist
Party's 300 Member Central Committee. There is compulsive military service of
two years, which is extremely harsh and unattractive, if one has to serve in
Vladivostok, Mongolia, Alaska, the Artic Peninsular and Siberia. The conscripts
only receive £3.80 per month, the meagre minimum for a conscript. There is no
glasnost, no perestroika written into their service contract.

The problems for Mr Gorbachev are horrendous. He must use his trendy
carisma and charm to pacify and contain 285 million people in some sort of orderly
manner and take action, which in my opinion is imperitive to re-educate the masses,
so that he can sustain stability and give perestroika a chance to succeed.

The reason why perestroika is not working at the moment is not hard to
define. The Armenians, the Balts, Moslems - approximately 17 million of them -
the Georgians, Belorussians and Ukrainians are not exactly on the same wave-length
with glasnost and perestroika, they have other ideas.

Mr Gorbachev I am sure, is fully aware that the KGB is still a force to
be feared. It is the largest and most oppressive organisation in the history of
the world, with more staff than the American CIA; the British Secret Service;

the French;German, Canadian, Isreali and Chinese - all put together. Then there
is the CRU, about 600,000 which is the main military intelligence Directorate

Service, which carries out sabotage and terrorist activities in the United States,
Europe, Africa and the Middle East.
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On top of all that, you have the local informers and aparatchicks, coupled
with 22 million bureaucrats most of whom do not Know what economics is all about.
followed by 21 million dedicated hard-core Communist Party Members, neither of
which will relinquish their power easily. Followed by 42 million strong Komsomol
Youth Organisation, which is one of the strongest organisations within the Communist
Party. Also, the Pioneer Youth, to which my father prevented me from joining
whilst at school, which is modelled by the Communist educational system into
Marxist-Leninist-Socialist idealogy.

A1l this illustrates quite clearly the problem Mr Gorbachev is having
in his drive for glasnost and perestroika.

Perestroika may bring gifts and Mr Gorbachev may only succeed if he can
involve the people in running the country. Otherwise, it will be throttled by
beurocracy, the military and inerthia.

Democracy must be seen to mean rolling back the state adn creating a new
political and social culture of pluralism and diversity, outside the state and the
party.

Mr Gorbachev, I am sure, will sink or swim according to whether or not
he will succeed in modernising an economy that is growing increasingly backward.
He will stand accused by the conservatives of undermining the fundamentals of
Socialism, but if his revolution succeeds by half, a great deal more will be up
for grabs.

I believe we should maintain friendly relations with Russia: And the
Prime Minister is right to be cautious about human rights, political prisoners
and religion, which is still not fully met, especially where 5 million Ukrainian
Catholics are concerned. it took Lenin, Stalin adn the bolshevicks 70 years to
create the unacceptable face of marxist-Leninist-Socialism, it will take at least
20 years to change it, and Mr Gorbachev may not last that long.

On the other hand, it is just conceivable that, mr Gorbachev may survive
for the next 20 years, subject to certain factors,a dn continue with Marxist-
Leninist idealogy, while in the meantime, western leaders will come and go (I hope
Margaret will stay for a long time) therefore, Lenin's declaration - "Prolitarian
in all land Unite" must not become a reality, as long as the West speaks from
strength at all times.

When I spoke to Mr Gorbachev and most of the members in his party when
they visited London in December 1984, at the invitation of the IPU, and then
subsequently speaking to Mr Schevarnadze at the Foreign Office about the Soviet
Union, human rights, tourism, exchange of students and school children, professional
and ordinary people, relatives and friends between our two countries, both
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Mr Gorbachev and Mr Schevarnadze agreed that, it was a very good idea ect. That

was about 5 years ago, and although there have been changes, but a Tot remains
to be desired.

Over the past twelve months or so, I have spoken to teachers and others
that have come on a visit to this country from the Soviet Union. They told
me a lot about the economic, social and political situation, as well as the
harvesting after the Chenobyl disaster which is quite staggering. Just a
few weeks ago, one teacher told me that and I quote " the ice has cracked, but
it is not floating yet".

If Mr Gorbachev lasts for the next 10 years, the ice may well begin
to float.

/ /
/ 7 2 ) /
AN f/ edf Nt

// p
Yt (LA

Stefan Terlezki CFA.
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SOVIET INTERNAL SITUATION %/Aﬁ

Very recently the Leningrad journal 'Neva' published an

. ) . ) . -—
article by a young scientist which is the most outspoken yet

in its attack on the Soviet Communist Party and to some extent

on Gorbachev himself. I attach a copy of a minute by Mr Murrell

~————

in Foreign Office Research Department which sums the piece up.

I think the Prime Minister would find it worth reading.
— T

The attack on the Party as bearing prime responsibility
for the sorry state in which the Soviet UnIg;_EI;ag—Ttself is
of coursg—gggdzgéical conclusion of the present more open debate
and in some ways it is surprising that it has taken so long for
the intellectuals to get round to making the point in public.
Their Chinese counterparts were quicker off the mark during the
"Peking spring" of 1978-79. Gorbachev should be able ffLﬁfEEhgf

this kind of criticism and to dismiss it as politically unrealistic.

— S
However, it is a further ®xample of the polarisation of the debate
and it could be more dangerous to him if it provokes, as is only

too likely, a cou r-blast from the "right" wing.
e

PERCY CRADOCK

CONFIDENTIAL
i




From: G D G Murrell
Date: 9 February 1989

cc: Sir John Fretwell
Mr Ratford
Mr Ling .
Mr Grant, News Dept
The MacLaren, Planners
Mr Spence, Info Dep:,’
Mr Nicholson, Cabinex Office
Mr Longrigg, Moscow
Mr Bevan, Ukdel NATO

PUSD
Mr Hemans

GLASNOST AND THE DEBATE ON POLITICAL REFORM

1. The first issue for 1989 of *the Leningrad journal "Neva" has
published an article by a young scientist which sets a new benchnark
for outspokeness in he debate on politcal reform. The article
entitled "The Siructure of Power and the Tasks of Society" is
remarkable not so much for its argumnents, eq in favour of an
eventual multi-party system, as for its tone of condescension almos:
contempt in discussing the role of the Party, and its uncerenonious

treatment of statements by Party spokesmen including Gorbachev
himself. The author, Sergei Andreev (absolutely no relation

to
Nina Andreeva) is a candidate of biological science who works as a
senior researcher a: he Geological Institute in Tyumen.

2. Andreev's initial *hesis is that the economic-managerial
apparatus, which exceeds in nunbers the kolkhoz peasantry, has =
developed into a "new class" whose existence is dependent on ayhemsive
econonic developmen: and *hus threatened by reform. The Party
apparatchiki, whose careers depend on the economic indicators of
their region, have fully identified with *he managerial bureaucracy
and become an instrumen: of this "new class". Thus *he Soviet state
is not run by its elected people's representatives buk by the
dictatorship of a new class which pursues its own and not the
national interest: "which fMeans that peresiroika has every chance of
ending in failure". Andreev advances the proposition “ha* since
perestroika is described as a revolution, %‘he active opposition %o
it should logically be termed counter-revolution; and he refers to

resistance to econonmic reform which looks like "well organised
sabotage".

3. According to Andreev ‘he cask of society therefore is o return
real power to the Sovie‘s and destroy this new class. In pPrinciple
the Party is the power which should undertake this “ask bu* a it is
Presently organised i+ is incapable of doing so. Andreev notes chak
according to the Constitu-ion the Party is "the guiding force of
Soviet Society and *he nucleus of the political system". Following
the logic of this article of the constitution "one mus*: acknowledge

/ that
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it is precisely the Party lcadership which has lead the country
to econonic crisés and moral decline. Having gradually ceased %o
serve the people, and expressing more and more the interests of the
industrial managerial apparatus, Party organs have by political
neasures led society into an unacceptable path. There are no
constitutional principles by using which the people could correct
the Party apparatus in the event of its carrying out an incorrect
state policy". The Party had retrospectively admitted the mistake
of the Stalin cult and then put Khrushchev on a pedestal. It
renoved Khrushchev and the figure of Brezhnev appeared. "Again the
Party restrospectively admits its mistakes - but it would be better
no: to make these mistakes". Moreover there are no guarantees

ecither for the Party or the people that another such personality
will not appear.

4. The problem is thus to make the Party accountable to the people.
Andreev proposes that the policies for the country's development
should originate from the Supreme Soviet and that its decisions

should form the basis for the Party's activities, rather than the
other way round.

"If today we do not allow the people to govern themselves and help
to establish such a process in a democratic way - tomorrow the

people will take that right by force smashing all obstacles in their
path".

5. Andreev's principle specific proposal is for setting up a
popular Alliance or Front with its own newspaper. To possible

ojbections that such an organ would become the centre of opposition

Andreev replies that constiructive opposition is necessary since in

the Party press there is no real criticism of the higher echelons.
"The Council of Ministers never figures in this context and the
General Secretary is an untouchable and exemplary figure and so it
wen:t on for 3 decades until it "suddenly" %turned out that ministers
needed Lo be replaced and in some cases shot for the "correct"
policies which we had just been approving". The General Secretary
begins to look either like a voluntarist or a short-sighted
politician and the Party apparatus, which had been working like a
well-oiled machine, for some reason needs to be completely replaced
from top to bottom. All these "suddenlys", this mass awakening, is
so damaging to the psychology of Soviet people that the arrival of a
new political figure is received with an understandable scepticism."

6. Turning o the organization of the Party itself and its
relationship to society Andreev criticises Article 61 of the Party
Rules ,which stipulates that Party groups should operate within all
organizations and associations. Andreev suggests that this is
unwarrantable interference "in view of where the Party leadership,
not overburdened with outside criticism, has led our economy and
ideology". Andreev proposes that the Popular Front should operate
on an equal footing with the CPSU. The problem is that only an

outside power can force Party organs to act as they should since the
Party lacks the power itself.

7. Andreev also proposes that workers, peasants and the
/ intelligentsia
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intelligentsia should form associations %o defend
which would be an intermediate stage in
Parties which would like o‘her najor organizations operate on an
equal footing with the CPSU. 1+ would represent a "form of

co-existence and mutual help for the CPSU on “‘he basis of equality
with major public organizations".

their interest
the developnent of political

8. Gorbachev ge:ts shor: shrif* for his remarks in his report to the
Party Conference criticising what he called ‘he exploitation ofex
democracy for anti-democratic ends “from re-drawing frontiers 'to
setting up opposition Parties". Changing frontiers, Andrecev agrees,
should be only within the competence of the Supreme Sovie:. "Bu:
setting up new Parties in “he circunstances, as people like to say,
"of the one Party system which has developed historically" - this is
a normal question of normal democracy and to forbid raising it in
principle means in Principle Lo forbid democracy. A lo: of things
have developed "historically" wi‘h us including the adminis:ra‘ive
comnand system which %he Party itself headed by Gorbachev is now
getting rid of. Therefore references *o history sometimes “urn
against those who resor: *o then". The Obkom Firs: Secretaries
Kalashnikov and Mesyats who also attacked calls for a nulti-Party

system at the Party conference are dealt with by Andreev even more
carcly. s

9. Andreev firmly rejects the idea of combining the leadership of
Party commit“ees and Soviets, especially the idea “ha* one person

should be General Secretary and President, which he describes as
"impermissable".

“The whole history of our society shows tha: excessive concentration
of power harms democracy. Stalin, Khrushchev, Brezhnev... are
there not enough examples of *his kind." It is he adds
"characteristic" tha% “here was no mention of this proposal in “he
Theses of *the Party conference; and suggestions for a referendum on
the issue or the experimental introduction of ‘he idea in some areas
which were made a: he Conference were ignored. "The conference,
alluding to lack of time decided =0 proceed headlong in pursuit a

single aim - the strengthening of the Party role as the avantgarde
of society'

10. Elsewhere in the article Andreev notes that
question of the Party sharing power with %he people is bound :o
rouse the fury of many Party officials brought up for decades in *he
belief that it is no% the CPSU which serves the people bu:t *he
People who serve *he Party. He also makes he renarkable
observation that should the “hreat of a "sharp departure from
Leninist norms" again arise it would be urgently necessary Lo sex up
a new political force which would be bound to take the form of a
Party. Such a force would be needed inter alia in order *o protect

communists from "unjustified repressions" since history suggests
that they would be the firs: *o suffer.

to raise *he

11. Andrecev Scarcely troubles to disguise his ‘hesis that
is' incapable of leading the country ou: of the mess 1t
and that new political forces mus: be created

the Party
has created
©o0 push and guide %he

/ Party
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Party in the right direction. He does not go quite so far as to say
that the Party should s:and aside but he does indicate “ha* if it
fails to mend its ways people will take power by force; and he also
warns that in the even:t of a new threat of Stalinis* reaction
society would have %o create a new political force ‘o prevent it.
Even in these days of rampant glasnost his ideas are strikingly
far-reaching and very blunyy expressed. He may prove to be right
when he anticipates a: one point in his article “hat i+ will in due
course be subjected %o "devastating criticism".

0/7 L{M

G urrell
Soviet Section
Research Department
OAB 3/70 210 6255

RESTRICTED




10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SW1A 2AA

From the Private Secretary

13 February 1989

ARMENIAN EARTHQUAKE

I enclose a copy of a message of thanks
to the Prime Minister from Mr. Gorbachev
for the help received from the United Kingdom

following the earthquake in Armenia. I under-

stand that separate messages have gone to
The Queen and to the Foreign Secretary.

(C. D. POWELL)

Richard Gozney, Esq.,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.




Unofficial translation

"Her Excellency
The Right Hon. Mrs. Margaret Thatcher, M.P.
Prime Minister of Great Britain

13 February 1989

Dear NMrs. Thatcher,

On behalf of the Soviet leadership and
of all the Soviet people I wish to express sincere gratitude
to the people and Government of Great Britain, personally to
You , Mrs. Prime Minister, for sympathy and assistence in
connection with a destructive earthquake in Armenia.

All of us have derived for ourselves a hard but
valuable lesson from the tradegy in Armenia - only by joint
efforts mankind is capaeble to solve global problems facing
it, not waiting until their acuteness starts endangering
the very life on the planet.

The earthquake has evoked an unprecedented wave of
compassion and solidaerity in all corners of the world. We
see in that a clear evidence of positive changes taking
place in the world, & growing understanding of the very
fact that Europe, the whole Earth - is our common home.

I am sure that experience of mutual understanding and
cooperation, accumulated in the Soviet-British relations
during difficult days will serve to the benefit of further

reapproachment and strengthening confidence between the

peoples of our countries.

Yours Sincerely,

M. Gorbachev"




"Ee IIpeBOCXOIUTENECTRY
T'ocnoxe MaprapeT TaTuyep
[Ipevbe p-MuHUCTDY BesrkoCpuTaHun

I3 geBpansa 1989 roma

YBaxaemasa rocrnoxa TaTuep,

Or mvenn COBETCKOTO DYKOBOICTBA ¥ BCEX COBETCKUX
JIe# X0Yy BHDPa3WTh WCKDEHHIOW IPU3HATENBHOCTEH HADOIY
¥ IpaBATEJBCTBY BeJnkoOpUTaHUM, JHYHO Bam, TOCIHOXA
IpeMbep-MUHUCTD, 32 COYYBCTBNE U IIOMOWBL B CBA3U C pas3-—
DYLNTEJbHHM 3EeMIETDACEHUEM B ADMEHHU .

V3 Tparemvn B ApMEHUM MH BCE M3RIEKIN IIA CEOA
TOKEJH}, HO IONE3HH{ YDOK — TOJIBKO COBMECTHHMM YCRJIMAMA
YeJIOBEYECTBO CIOOCOOHO pemaTh CTOAmMe Nepen HUM TJI00alb—
HHe MIpOOJIeMH, HE NOXUIAafAcCh IOKA CTENeHb UX OCTDOTH
CTaHET YyI'DOXATH CaMO¥f XW3HW Ha IUIaHETE.

3eMIeTpACEHe BH3BANO OeCIpeleNeHTHYH BOJHY
YEJIOBEUYECKOTO COCTpalaHUA W COJUNAPHOCTA BO BCEX YTOJKAX
3eMHOT'O Wapa. B 3TOM MH EHMIUM SPKOE CBUIETENBCTEO IPONC—
XOIAINX B MHpE NO3NTUBHHX IIEpEMEH, DpacTymee NOHWMAHUE
TOTO HEIpeJOXHOTo fakra, 4To EBpomna, BCA 3eMIA — Hall
oOmn#t oM.

YBepeH, YTO OINT B3aWMONOHUMAHUA W COTPYIHWYECTEBA,
HAKOIUIEHHHY B COBETCKO-ODUTAHCKIX OTHOWEHNAX B TPy IHHE
IHW, OOCJHYXUT IalbHeimeMy COJUXEHNAK U YKPEIUVIEHVK IOBEpUSA
MexIy HapoIHaMM HAUMX CTpaH.

C yBaxeHuew,

M.TopGaueB"




Unofficial translation
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"Her Excellency )

The Right Hon. Mrs. Margaret Thatcher, M.P.

Prime Minister of Great Britain

13 February 1989

Dear Mrs. Thatcher,

On behalf of the Soviet leadership and
of all the Soviet people I wish to express sincere gratitude
to the people and Government of Great Britain, personally to
You , Mrs. Prime Minister, for sympathy and assistance in
connection with a destructive earthquake in Armenia.

A1l of us have derived for ourselves a hard but
valuable lesson from the tradegy in Armenia - only by joint
efforts mankind is capable to solve global problems facing
it, not waiting until their acuteness starts endangering
the very life on the planet.

The earthquake has evoked an unprecedented wave of
compassion and solidarity in all corners of the world. We
see in that a clear evidence of positive changes taking
place in the world, a growing understanding of the very
fact that Europe, the whole Earth - is our common home.

I am sure that experience of mutual understanding and
cooperation, accumulated in the Soviet-British relations
during difficult days will serve to the benefit of further
reapproachment and strengthening confidence between the
peoples of our countries.

Yours Sincerely,

M. Gorbachev"




"Ee IlpeBOCXOIUTEIBCTBY
Tocmoxe MaprapeT TaTuep
[lpembe p-MuHUCTPY BesmKoOpuTaHum

I3 geBpansa 1989 roga

YBaxaemas rocuoxa TaTyep,

Or mMeHu COBETCHKOTO PYKOBOACTBA W BCEX COBETCKUX
JOIeH X04y BHPA3UTh WCKPEHHIOW NpU3HATEJNBHOCTE HADPOIY
U TIpaBUTEJbCTBY BesnKoOpUTAHMUN, JUYHO Bam, Tocmoxa
IIpeMbEep-MUHUACTD, 34 COUYYBCTBUE U IIOMOIL B CBA3U C pa3-
PYUUTEIbHEM 3eMIETPACEHUEM B ApDMEHNH.

VI3 Tparemuu B ApDMEHUW MH BCE WU3BJICKIN IJIA CEOA
TAKENH, HO IIOJE3HH# YyPOK — TOJBKO COBMECTHHMU YCIJIAAMA
YeJI0BEUYECTBO CIOCOCHO pemaTh CTOAWAe Nepern HUM IVIOGalb-
HHE IpOGJEeMH, He NOXANAACh IIOKA CTEINeHb MX OCTPOTH
CTaHeT yI'pOXaTh CaMO§l XM3HU Ha ILIAHETE.

3eMmIeTpsACeHNe BH3BAJIO OECIPELEINeHTHYI BOJHY
UEJIOBEYECKOT'0 COCTpamaHUA U COJUNADHOCTH BO BCEX YTOJKAX
3eMHOT'O mapa. B 9TOM MH BUIUM APKOE CBUIETEABCTBO IPOUC—
XOIAIMX B MUpPe IO3UTUBHHX [I6PEeMEeH, pacTyuee IOHWMAHNe
TOTO HEIpeJoxHOTo PakrTa, 4To EBpoma, BCA 3eMIS — Hall
o0WUA#A TOM.

YBepeH, 4YTO OINT B3aUMOIOHWMAHNA U COTDPYIHMYECTBE,
HAKOIUIGHHH B COBETCKO-OPUTAHCKUX OTHONEHNAX B TpPYyIHHE
IIHN, IOCHYXAT JaNbHe{meMy COJWKEHNH U YKPeILIeHU IOBEDPUA
MeXIy HapONHAMI HalMX CTpaH.

C yBaxeHueM,

M.T'op6aueB"
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SOVIET INTERNAL SITUATION

There are interesting indications of internal
——— S
opposition to perestroika and increasing gloom among Soviet
leaders on the subject coming to us now.

Soviet Speeches

Soviet leaders are now openly admitting the existence
of such opposition and abandoning their past pretence that
it was only a form of passive resistance from the ranks of
the Party and government bureaucracy and others who did well

out of the old system. Among the examples are

a) Yakovlev in an interview with Der Spiegel in

January said that such vehement resistance to

/4
perestroika had not been expected. We firmly

believe that the conservative threat is the most

serious threat to perestroika".

Yakovlev in a speech at Perm in December said that
if perestroika was defeated or failed "we could be

threatened not only by return to the past, to the

era of stagnation, but by an aggressive and

—_———
vengeful conservatism, celebrating its victory".

—

Gorbachev, speaking to the intellectuals on

6 January, warned that opponents on the right and
the left, ie "conservatives" and "avant-garde",
would find common purpose and join forces against

the reforms.
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Politburo member, Vorotnikov in a speech in

December said

"It would be an unforgivable delusion not to see

that there are forces both to the right and to the
left who speak out against perestroika. It is not
only a question of SEEEEX_EEEEEESEEPS' Opposition

to perestroika is in evidence at every level:

among the top administrators and in the middle
levels of management, where people long ago got
out of the habit of doing real work, and where the
sense of responsibility has become atrophied.

Such people are everywhere, in all sectors, but
today we must restore order above all among the
specialist cadres in the agro-industrial complex.
To be honest, there are even people among the
workers and peasantry who fail to comprehend the

essence of perestroika".

Medvedev, the Party's chief ideologist, in a

speech in December spoke of a polarisation of
St i ettt Sl Yo

opinions and of a serious danger presented by the
"conservative-dogmatist"™ wing, who blamed economic
reform, especially economic decentralisation and
co-operatives, for current problems. He also

singled out economic managers and specialists who

did not want to work in the new way.

Opposition to glasnost and political reforms

The Party apparat is naturally resentful of these
developments. Medvedev, in a speech in December, commented
on the ambivalent attitude to glasnost among the Party.
Vorotnikov accused Party organisations of dragging their
feet over the political reforms. Yakovlev berated officials
for their fear of democracy, glasnost and pluralism. In an

interview in Pravda on 2 January, Onikov, a propaganda

CONFIDENTIAL
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worker in the Central Committee apparatus, spoke at some

length about Party resistance to perestroika.

Opposition to Economic Reforms

This opposition is potentially the most serious threat,

if we put aside the risk of an explosion among the
nationalities. It takes various forms, ranging from simple

human envy of the prosperity of others, to extreme Russian

nationalist views, which reject the adoption of any

western-style economic ideas, eg the market and material

incentives, and claim that there is a purely Russian
i il P e e

"spiritual"” alternative. In between these extremes there is

a broad band of distaste for what is seen as the
self-enrichment by co-operatives through exploitation of an
economy characterised by shortages. 1In addition it seems
that people involved in the black market oppose the reforms

—
and could be actively sabotaging them.

The reformist economist Shmelev has said recently that
it was quite reasonable to suggest the establishment of

small private businesses employing hired labour (still

illegal in the Soviet Union). He added however that the
—
first such business to start up would be burnt to the ground

the next night by others in the same street. His assumption

is based on the experience of many co-operatives: one pig
—_—

farm was set on fire three times by local people who

resented the high price of co-operative meat (even though

there was none available from the state sector);L? meeting
on agriculture on 13 January a former worker described how

he and other lease-contract workers were attacked with

knives by former colleagues on a collective farm.
\l

The idea of co-operatives and of leasing has come under
strong pressure from conservatives in the leadership.
Ligachev, for example, has repeatedly made it clear that to

him co-operatives are only acceptable as subordinate units

CONFIDENTIAL
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within a state enterprise or collective farm, but not as
private or independent businesses. Zaikov, Moscow's First
Party Secretary, seems to share these views. Recent
restrictions have been introduced on both the range of the

activities of co-operatives and the prices they charge.

There also seems to be a change of heart among

reformist economists about retail price reforms. Many who

previously strongly supported the need for the abolition of
coE sl alen A

food subsidies and a rise in prices have developed cold feet

because of the likelihood of a further drop in support for

perestroika and possibly serious strikes. Gorbachev,

however, indicated in his 6 January speech that he means to

press ahead with price reform while ensuring that low income
groups are properly compensated. It is doubtful whether

this will be possible in practice.

In general the economy is in such a mess that whatever

course of action is taken, matters are only likely to get

worse before they can get better. A drop in living

standards looks increasingly inevitable, in a society where
e e e e e e
living standards are already pitifully low and where, on

Soviet admission, 43 million people are estimated to be

living below the poverty line. The possibility of

unemployment is widely feared. Promises of relocation of
redundant workers remain unconvincing, given the chronic

housing shortage in industrial areas.

In a review of economic progress since 1985, Ryzhkow
on 14 January, only a few days before the poor grain
harvest result was published, said that "the reform is
proceeding very painfully, extremely painfully". He listed
the current ESE?_HEEE_EE;Eous problems as: shortages of

consumer goods|and excess spending powe{; food shortages;{

the budget deficit;/and growing international debt.
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Loss of support among the intelligentsia

A further cause of concern for the leaders is the

gradual loss of support from the intelligentsia. The

o
writers have turned to increasingly vicious attacks on each

other. These reflect a growing polarisation between
reformists in the party and the hitherto silent majority,

who are now capitalising on the lack of popular success of

perestroika to accuse the leadership of abandoning socialism
ks 1A

at home and abroad. While there is still little published
material available, the strength of this attack can easily

be deduced by Gorbachev's lengthy repudiations in his speech

to the intellectuals of 6 January and at the Moscow Party
Conference on 21 January.

Gorbachev's own position

As I have said in earlier minutes, Gorbachev's position
is not immediately threatened. There is a clear lack of
alternative policies and candidates. But he has not made

—

the headway one would have expected following the partial

eclipse of Ligachev. He may also have to consider certain

concessions in order to strengthen his political position.
As indicated above, the "quick fix" solutions of
co-operatives and lease- contracting are running into
trouble. The former are popularly seen as responsible for
continuing shortages and rising prices. Gorbachev has not
really stood out for them and new controls over them have
been introduced. On the latter, ie leases, Gorbachev is
currently giving the impression that, like Ligachev, he sees
leasing as designed to operate strictly within the confines

of state and collective farms. He earlier gave free run to

the implication that they would supplant the old structures
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in all but name. Some of this manoeuvring could be tactical

and we shall not get a clear view of the agricultural scene
But Gorbachev is

until the plenum on the subject in March.

clearly under pressure.

-

PERCY CRADOCK
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REPLACEMENT OF KULIKOV AS C-IN-C WARSAW PACT

1L, Marshal Kulikov (aged 67) has been replaced as C-in-C Warsaw
Pact after 11 years in the post, by General Lushev. He will
become an Inspector in the Defence Ministry (the retirement

position for superannuated senior generals).

2 Lushev (65) is currently First Deputy Defence Minister for
General Affairs. Before that he was C-in-C Group of Soviet

Forces Germany (GSFG) and before that Commander of the politically
important Moscow Military District (MMD). In his numerous
writings he has stressed the increased reliance on conventional
forces, rather than nuclear. He has also written on discipline.
His new appointment reflects his experience in GSFG and the MMD,
rather than patronage by Gorbachev. In his new post he will be
responsible for ensuring that the plans formulated by the Soviet
General Staff for restructuring of WP forces resulting from Soviet
withdrawals and NSWP forces cuts?éffectively co-ordinated with the

~

national Ministries of Defence.

3% Earlier this week our DA in Moscow reported that he had heard
that a decision had been taken on 6 January to replace both
Kulikov and his Chief of Staff, Gribkov, with Lushev and Colonel
General Lobov (aged 53, currently First Deputy Chief of the
General Staff and the "front man" for comments on the troop
reductions), respectively but there had been Czech and East German
resistance to the plan. Lushev was apparently in hospital after a
heart attack.
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4. The C-in-C Warsaw Pact is largely a political figurehead but
he is responsible for Pact cohesion and the transmission of Soviet
policy to Pact allies. In time of war we believe that operational
matters in the West would be run by the G-in-C of the relevant
Theatres of Military Operations with the C-in-C WP being
responsible for Pact cohesion and security of the rear areas and

lines of communication.

é/[\ S

;%C( H BURKE
/-

3 February 1989
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INFO PRIORITY WASHINGTON, PARIS, BONN, UKDEL NATO

INFO SAVING OTHER CSCE POSTS PPA

MEETING WITH ALEXANDER YAKOVLEV

SUMMARY

1. RELAXED DISCUSSION WITH YAKOVLEV, WHO EXPRESSES WARM INTEREST IN
THE FORTHCOMING BILATERAL SUMMIT. NOT YET DECIDED WHO WILL ACCOMPANY
GORBACHEV TO THE UK. YAKOVLEV GIVES A CONENTIONAL ACCOUNT OF THE
MAIN SUBJECTS LIKELY TO COME UP, WITH SOME EMPHASIS ON DISARMAMENT.
HE DEMONSTRATES THAT EVEN AT POLITBURO LEVEL THERE IS NO CLARITY OF
THE NEXT STEPS IN THE ELECTORAL PROCESS.

DETAIL

2. WITH A VIEW TO MY VISIT TO LONDON NEXT WEEK, I PAID AN
INTRODUCTORY CALL ON ALEXANDER YAKOVLEV (CHAIRMAN OF THE POLITBURO
COMMISSION ON EXTERNAL RELATIONS) ON 1 FEBRUARY. HE WAS TO RECEIVE
THE VISITING LABOUR PARTY DELEGATION LATER IN THE DAY. HE WAS THE
SOUL OF GENIALITY, AND WE HAD A RELAXED CONVERSATION FOR 50 MINUTES.
(FULL RECORD BY BAG). MAIN POINTS AS FOLLOWS.

GORBACHEV'S VISIT TO LONDON

3. YAKOVLEV COULD NOT SAY WHETHER HE WOULD ACCOMPANY GORBACHEV TO
LONDON, OR WHETHER THE PARTY WOULD INCLUDE MILITARY REPRESENTATIVES.
THE COMPOSITION HAD YET TO BE DISCUSSED. 1IN PLANNING HIS ITINERARY,
GORBACHEV HAD CHOSEN TO STICK TO THE SCHEDULE AGREED FOR DECEMBER,
AND WAS CONTENT WITH THE BROAD OUTLINE OF THE DECEMBER PROGRAMME. IT
WAS IMPORTANT TO LEAVE PLENTY OF TIME FOR POLITICAL DISCUSSIONS.
THERE WAS A VERY GOOD ATMOSPHERE IN THE BILATERAL RELATIONSHIP AND
BETWEEN THE TWO LEADERS. YAKOVLEV REFERRRED TWICE TO THEIR ''MUTUAL
UNDERSTANDING'' AND COMMENTED ON THEIR ABILITY TO DISAGREE ON
POLITICAL QUESTIONS IN A NORMAL WAY, WITHOUT THIS AFFECTING THE
OVERALL ATMOSPHERE. ''WE HAVE NOT THE SLIGHTEST DOUBT THAT MRS
THATCHER SINCERELY WANTS PEACE AND A MORE HEALTHY SITUATION IN
EUROPE"'"'.

SUMMIT TOPICS
4. YAKOVLEV SAID IT WAS NATURAL THAT WESTERN EUROPEAN COUNTRIES

PAGE 1
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SHOULD HAVE CLOSE RELATIONS WITH THE UNITED STATES. THIS WAS ALSO IN
THE SOVIET INTEREST. I SAID WE WOULD BE INTERESTED IN SOME
CLARIFICATION OF SOVIET THINKING ON THE COMMON EUROPEAN HOME.
YAKOVLEV DESCRIBED THE COMMON EUROPEAN HOME AS A ''TENDENCY'' (NOT
"'ARCHITECTURE'') LEADING TO THE GOAL OF A PEACEFUL DEMILITARISED
EUROPE, INN WHICH THE TERRITORIAL STATUS QUO AND THE FREEDOM OF
CHOICE OF INDIVIDUAL COUNTRIES WOULD BE RESPECTED.

5. ON ARMS CONTROL QUESTIONS, YAKOBLEV EXPECTED THAT THE RUSSIANS
WOULD EXPLAIN THEIR CURRENT APPROACH TO START, AND ALSO MENTIONED
CHEMICAL WEAPONS AND CONVENTIONAL FORCES. HE ACCEPTED THAT THERE WAS
SOME SCEPTICISM ABOUT THE DATA PUBLISHED BY THE WARSAW PACT, AND
AGREED THAT DATA REQUIRED BUSINESSLIKE DISCUSSION BETWEEN
SPECIALISTS. HE SAID THE RUSSIANS WOULD HAVE TO BRING UP THE
MODERNISATION OF TACTICAL NUCLEAR WEAPONS: I REPEATED OUR VIEW THAT
THEY HAD ALREADY MODERNISED THEIR ARSENAL. REVERTING TO START, HE
HIGHLIGHTED THE PROBLEM OF SLCMS, AND COMPLAINED ABOUT THE AMERICAN
REJECTION OF SOVIET VERIFICATION PROPOSALS. SDI WAS STILL A PROBLE.

6. YAKOVLEV LISTED HUMANITARIAN AND REGIONAL QUESTIONS AS OTHER
TOPICS. ON THE LATER, THERE WAS A PARTICULAR NEED TO ACCELERATE
PROGRESS OVER THE NEAR EAST, GIVEN THE DANGERS OF THAT REGION AND THE
PROBLEM OF TERRORISM. HE AGREED THAT THERE WAS SCOPE FOR MORE
PRODUCTIVE DISCUSSION OF TERRORISM BETWEEN US, AND COMMENTED THAT

THOSE WHO WERE DRIVEN BY ''IDEOLOGICAL FANATICISM'' WERE NOT NORMAL
PEORICES.

US/SOVIET RELATIONS

7. YAKOVLEV ACKNOWLEDGED THAT THE NEW ADMINISTRATION WAS ANALYSINNG
THE WHOLE SPECTRUM OF US EXTERNAL POLICY BEFORE TRYING TO DEFINE ITS
POSITIONS. HOWEVER, AT THE NEW YORK MEETING, BUSH HAD SHOWN THAT HE
ATTACHED IMPORTANCE TO CHEMICAL WEAPONS AND ALSO TO ECOLOGY.

YAKOVLEV SAID THE RUSSIANS WERE NOT HIDING THEIR ECOLOGICAL PROBLEMS,
AND HAD DISCUSSED THEM WITHIN EUROPE. I COMMENTED THAT THIS WAS OF
INTEREST TO US TOO, AND MENTIONED THE OZONE LAYER CONFERENCE IN
LONDON.

INTERNAL AFFAIRS: THE ELECTORAL PROCESS

8. FROM A FAIRLY DETAILED DISCUSSION OF THE ELECTORAL PROCESS
(INCLUDING THE NOMINATION OF CANDIDATES FROM THE ACADEMY OF SCIENCES,
OF WHICH YAKOVLEV IS A MEMBER), IT WAS CLEAR THAT MUCH REMAINS TO BE
DECIDED CONCERNING THE NEXT STEPS. ALTHOUGH THERE ARE DOUBTS WHETHER
THE ACADEMY OF SCIENCES PROCEDURES WERE CORRECT, YAKOVLEV SAID FIRMLY
THAT THE MATTER WAS CLOSED AND THEY WOULD NOT BE SUBJECTED TO REVIEW
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BY THE ELECTORAL COMMISSION. PROCEDURES FOR WINNOWING OUT EXCESS
CANDIDATES FOR THE NEXT ROUND HAD NOT YET BEEN WORKED QUT. THIS
WOULD BE DONE ''OVER TIME''. THE ELCTIONS HAD LED TO A NUMBER OF
GRUMBLES (FOR EXAMPLE, HE HIMSELF REGRETTED THE FAILURE OF SAGDEEV TO
WIN NOMINATION), BUT THAT WAS PART OF THE DEMOCRATIC PROCESS.

COMMENT

9. YAKOVLEV SAID NOTHING PARTICULARLY SURPRISING. ALTHOUGH HE
RECEIVES MANY WESTERN VISITORS, THIS WAS THE FIRST TIME THAT HE HAD
RECEIVED THE BRITISH AMBASSADOR. HIS MANNER, AND THE FACT OF
GRANTING THIS APPOINTMENT AT FAIRLY SHORT NOTICE, IS ANOTHER
INDICATOR OF THE MOOD ENGENDERED BY THE FORTHCOMING SUMMIT. AS IN MY
CONVERSATION WITH CHERNYAYEV (MY TELNO 91), THERE WAS NO DOUBTING THE
SINCERITY OF HIS TRIBUTE TO THE MUTUAL UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN
GORBACHEV AND THE PRIME MINISTER. WE WERE ABLE TO TOUCH ON SEVERAL
CONTENTIOUS POINTS, SUCH AS HUMAN RIGTS AND MILITARY DATA, WITHOUT
ANY SHARPENING OF HIS TONE.
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