PS TO PM. NO.

0215002

0313002
TO IMMEDIATE
LEGRAM NUMBER

TE1

IF YOU WOULD PASS WING MESSAGE FROM

TO PRESIDENT

GRATEFUL

MINISTER AS POSSIBLE

MUCH =0 v ETTR o 17 Amaap WwTTY
CH FOR Y LETTER OF 17 OCTOBER, WITH

OUR

OUGHTS ABOUT ECONOMIC SUMMITS.

THANK YOU VERY
. SI!
HAS BEEN IN LONDOM, AMD

..mq--.-— .

VE, ROBERT ARMSTRONG,

GENERAL DRIFT
TO

THEREFORE KNOW THE

RESPCND TO

e aa

ARE VERY MUCHE IN LINE WITH YOUR OVN.

f"\“"‘_T(‘ CIIMETT
AN L )2 ] i S

AR T
CANDID

vqpl.ﬂ

MEP

OUR EC

TATQ AMAONMA T
ALKS AMONG TH

E SITUATION

—-\1 ﬁnpr\uh "'U'I.T' D:{Dn? oo
o1 bol I8 i Ty

ATHEEE TO
U2 G 148 (A0,

WOREK TOGETHER TO

ING ABOUT TMPROVEMENTS

omTITe s

0UT OF THE ECONOMIC

falatinl

CONOMIC

EXPERIENCING.

WwUTCH

ICH ARE MOW

MY VIEW

)\ ";:‘\'.‘."‘n"-v*!:' "n

st ATam
SUGGEST

o -
YOU TO

POLTTTEOLAT

CONFIDENTIAL

19 DOWNING STREET,

7”_?;{/ ”~ :'(rc_




CONFIDENTIAL
WA 1SN I L AL

EMPHASISE FAVOUR

OURABLE ONES.

WORK OF MINISTERS

FOREIGN AFFAIRS.

I
T

L

\ND AS LIT
CONCENTRATE

NEGOTIATING

DECOME SPECTACHLAR EVENTS
-t e -5 - -t ¥ il anty
OF PRESS AND PUBLIC ATTENTION AND HAVE

MEETINCGS THEMSELVES

ANYTHING YDU CAN

ITATTVES AT W
INTATIVES AT |

ITT

MAKES UPON US WIL

DERSONAT
SEROUNAL

s e
NMEEDS

SHOULD BE ABL! JERTIFY THE MAIN ISSUES WHICE
LIXELY TO WANT TO COVER DURING THE COUPSE OF OUR

SCUSSIONS

FORE WL




ESTABLISH POINTS ON WHICH THERE

AMONG US, AMND WHICH WE

DO NOT THERE e A I SCT IN DETAIL WHEN WE MEET,

AND TO PINPOINT I N\ WEICH THERE MAY BE DIFFEREMNCES

e

OF VIEW WHICH DISCUSSIO! 'HE SUMMIT MAY HELP TO RECONCI

ENSUT 'HAT WE MAKE THE BEST USE OF
THE LIMITED AMOUNT OF ME WE HAVE TOGETHER AT THE
SUMMIT MEETING ITSELF

il -

I I} e N MEET WITHOUT

(
CO‘ITJ’I’!\"TQUM m‘ ]

MUCE DETAIIL

PERSONAL

YITH

VERSAILLES

I

PREPARED DR

BIELY.

TO

MEET
BDDITION A~ DISTAN
EFeomolrtie SURHIT

PLAYNTINAG ST
PRl i

NAD

. -.-u-.\

——

r-n-"- “'lr‘ l""'E f

B\.l b o’ o 41 E [V




&

10 DOWNING STREET

THE PRIME MINISTER

Thank you very much for your letter of 17 October, with your
preliminary thoughts about Economic Summits. Since you wrote,
Allen Wallis has been in London, and has talked with my Personal
Representative, Robert Armstrong, about these matters. You will
therefore know the general drift of my own thoughts; but I want

nonetheless to respond to your letter.

My thoughts are very much in line with your own. The great
value of our Economic Summit meetings is as an opportunity for
candid talks among the eight of us about the general world economic
situation. We can discuss how we can help each other to overcome
the problems we face in our own countries; and we can work together
to create a climate which will help to bring about improvements in

the world economy.

Our people will expect from our meetings an outcome which
offers hope that we shall come out of the world economic situation
which we are now experiencing. But Economic Summits are not in my
view occasions for negotiating detailed agreements on specific
subjects; rather they are, as you suggest, to discuss our general
approach at the highest political level, Any declarations we make
should emphasise favourable developments and try to-check unfavourable
ones, They would thus guide and inform the specific work of

Ministers responsible for economic policy and foreign affairs.




To the extent that political as well as economic issues

figure on our agenda, the same considerations apply.

Like you, I should like to make our meetings as informal and
as little structured as possible, so that we can concentrate on
discussing the real issues rather than negotiating in detail or
arguing about words in a communique. If we are to achieve that,

we need to be able to get away from the pressures of the media.

Some previous Economic Summits have tended to become spectacular

events, which have attracted a lot of Press and public attention
and have given rise to expectations which the meetings themselves
have not always been able to fulfil, Anything you can do to reduce
the number of media representatives at Williamsbﬁrg and the demands

which their presence makes upon us will be apnreciated.

As to preliminaries, past experience shows the dangers of
over-meticulous preparation. Our own discussions muét not be
fettered or virtually decided by what has been done in advance.
I think that we can best achieve this if the preparations on the
economic side are put clearly in the hands of our Personal

Representatives.

It seems to me that there are three things which the preparatory

process by our Personal Representatives needs to do for us:

(1) It should be able to identify the main issues which
we are likely to want to cover during the course of
our discussions, so that we can ourselves think about

them before we come. This should not take long,

It should be able to establish points on which there is
likely to be general agreement among us, and which we
do not therefore need to discuss in detail when we

meet, and to pinpoint issues on which there may be

/ differences




differences of view which discussion at the Summit
may help to reconcile; that should help to ensure
that we make the best use of the limited amount of

time we have together at the Summit meeting itself.

We can hardly meet without issuing some declaration
or communique that tells the world of the subjects we
have discussed and, at least in general terms, what
conclusions we have reached. I believe it should
be short. Preparation should include a framework
for the final declaration so that the actual drafting
of our conclusions can be done quickly. I do not

believe we should go into too much detail.

If we can all agree on these points, and if our Personal
Representatives understand our minds on these matters, they ought

to be able to complete their work in a couple of meetings.

On the political side of the agenda, I was very satisfied with

the approach adopted by President Mitterrand at Versailles in June,

which in effect was to have no prepared drafts, but to arrange for

Political Directors to be available in case it was decided - as
happened in June over the Israeli invasion of Lebanon - to issue a

statement or communique on one or more particular points,

The world recession is longer and deeper than we expected,
and the worries are correspondingly greater. I am sure that under
your chairmanship we shall show that we understand the dangers
and fears and that the countries we lead have the capacity and the

determination to meet the challenge,

The President of the United States of America
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10 DOWNING STREET

From the Private Secretary

Sir Robert Armstrong

Economic Summits

Thank you for your minute of 26 November proposing
a reply by the Prime Minister to the message of 18 October
from the President of the United States.

The Prime Minister has approved the amended text
annexed to this minute. I should be grateful if you
could arrange for its despatch.

Mrs. Thatcher agrees that you may give copies of this
message to your fellow Personal Representatives at your
next meeting on 11/12 December,

I am copying this minute to Mr. Fall and Mr. Kerr.

2 December, 1982,
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The President of the United States sent the Prime Minister a
message on W8 October, outlining his own thoughts about Economic
"

Summits and inviting her reactions to those preliminary thoughts.

2. I attach a draft of a message for the Prime Minister to send to

the President. I hope that the message is self-explanatory. It has

been agreed with the Treasury and the Foreign and Commonwealth Office.

=

3. I wondered whether to suggest that the Prime Minister's message
should be copied to other Heads of State or Government of Summit
countries. On the whole I think not; they do not seem to have copied

————————
their replies to her. But I should like to be able to make copies of
her reply available to my fellow Personal Representatives at our next

meeting on 11 and 12 December.

ROBERT ARMSTRONG

26 November 1982

(FIDENTIAL




DRAFT LETTER FROM THE PRIME MINISTER TO
PRESIDENT REAGAN

Thank you very much for your letter of
17 October, with your preliminary thoughts
about Economic Summits. Since you wrote,
Allen Wallis has been in London, and has
talked with my Personal Representative,
Robert Armstrong, about/these matters. You
will therefore know the general drift of my
own thoughts; but I/ want nonetheless to
respond to your letter.
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discussing the real issues rather than
negotiating in detail or arguing about words
in a communiqué. If we are to achieve that,
we need to be able to get away from the
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It seems to me that there are three
things which the preparatory process by our
Personal Representatives needs to do for us:

(i) It should be able to identify the

main issues which we are likely to
want to cover during the course of
our discussions, so that we can
ourselves think about them before
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(ii)
on which there is likely to be
general agreement among us, and
which we do not therefore need to
discuss in detail when we meet, and
to pinpoint issues on which there
may be differences of view which
discussion at the Summit may help
to reconcile; that should help to
ensure that we make the best use of
the limited amount of time we have
together at the Summit meeting
itself.

(iii) We can hardly meet without issuing
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On the political side of the agenda, I

was very satisfied with the approach

adopted by President Mitterrand at

Versailles in June, which in effect was to

have no prepared drafts, but to arrange for

Political Directors to be available in case

it was decided - as happened in June over the

Israeli invasion of Lebanon - to issue a

statement or communiqué on one or more

particular points.
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