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YOUR TEL NO 269 EXPULSION OF SOY' ln OFFICIALS 0..4..",.". ~teE 
~o 10"'t::&~ -1. SUSLOY, HEAD OF THE SECOND EUROPEAN DEPARTMENT 'Ill THE MFA ASKED 

ME TO CALL AT 11.30 HOURS 'LOCAL) THIS MORN'ING. 'I. WAS GI'VEN A 

SPEAK,ING NOTE WHoICH liAS READ OUT. ,FULL TEXT ,I N ~IFT) . 

THIS PROTESTED STRONGLY THE BR'IITISH EXPULS,ION OF 'I,YANOV, PR'IMAKOV 

AND HTOY, J)ISItI,sSED THE ALLEGAT·IONS AGA.INST THEM, AND DESCR,IBED 

AS UNACCEPTABLE THE THREAT OF FURTHER MEASURES AGA INST SOY.IH 

OFF le.foALS ,I N THE UK. 

2. THE NOTE WENT ON TO REFER TO THE UNACCEPTABLE ACT,I Y' IIT,IES OF 

"SOME" BR,I,T,ISHC,H ,I,zENS WORK'I NG I:;;-THE SOY,IET UN ION, .I'N 

PART' !CULAR MY AS~I 'STANT AoI 'R ATTACHE, SQN. LDR. DAY' I<IJ WILLI '4MS AND 

THE F,IJiANc.l.AL T,IMES CORRESPONDEtlT, ANTHONY RO!>I NSON. THESE TWO 

WERE ACCUSED OF SYSTEHAT,ICALLY CONTRAVENoUIG THE NORMS OF CONDUCT 

FOR FORE.LGNERS AND OF ENGAC,I NG IN IMPERM ISS I'BLE ACT,I, .... loTY. THEY WERE 

ASKED TO LEAvE THE SOV,lfT UIi\I~N WI,TlHN ONE WEEK. 

3. ,I. SA I,D THAT . ~ REGRETTED THAT THE SOVIIET GOYERNMENT HAD SEEN FI,T 

TO TAKE TlUS ACHON. THE E'<'IDENCE THAT 'I,YANOY, PR' IMAKOV AND 

T ~TOY HAD ENGAGED 'I,N UUACCEPTABLE ACHY.IT,IES WAS IRREFUTABLE . 

,~ REJECTED THE ALLEGAT,IONS THAT W>LLL,I,AMS AND ROBINSOii'tiAnBEEN 

.... 
, 

ENGAGED 11." ACT.Whr.tES ,I./ICOMPATI<BLE. W~~T~_ TH£'IR STlT_~S. JlE_C-"LL' I~L __ _ 
WHAT ,II HAD SAlIO!) ,HI DECEMBER WHEII THE sov,ln GOVERNMENT HAD TAKEN 

ACT.I~N AGA INST MY NAYAL ATTACHE ,MY TELNO 8~5, OF 11 DECEMBER 1982 
PARA 3) • • ~ REG.ISTERED A YERY STRONG PROTEST AT THE ACTION AGAINST 

W It.LI.AMS AND ROBolflSON AS QU:~TE UNJUST,IHABLE AND INCOfoIPAHBLE WiI 'TH 

A 11>1 SH FOR CONSTRUCT, I'VE RElAToIONS BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTR 1£5. 

" RECALLED S>IR J BULLARD'S REFERENCE TO FURTHER ACT,ION 'IN LONDON ·IN 

THE EYENT OF RETAulAToI.ON 'P~RA 9 OF YOUR TELNO 270) • • IU RESPONSE, 

SUSLOY SAoI·D T~ SOY·IET ACT,ION WAS NOT RETAL.IATORY BUT fORCED 

UPON THEM. THERE W~S CLEAR EY'I.DENCE A~AoI4lST W,IU,I,AHS AND ROI"'"SON. 

THE SOY lET AUTHOR I'HES WOULD HAYE "PREFERRED NOT TO HAVE HAD TO 

RESOLYE T .. I.5 .ISSUE" WH<ICH HAD BEEN CREATED' BY THE BR~"I-SH ~"'DE. 

HE DREW MY ATTENHON .1./1 PART.ICULAR TO THE WORDS 'If! THE SOY4£T 

STATEMENT REGARI),fNG THREATS BY THE SR H .ISH 51,DE. THESE WERE 

UNACCEPTABLE AND WOULD LEAD TO FURTHER COHPL'ICAT'IONS ' 1'11 OUR 

RELAT·IONS. 



RELATIONS. 

4. d. UNDERSTAND THAT ROB IJjSON .IS III LONDON BUT ~AY BE PlANPll-IIG TO 

RETURN TO MOSCO'll OVER THE WEEKEND. ONCE THE DEPARTMENT HAS 

SPOKEN TO THE F,INANC hAL ToIMES '1 WOULD PROPOSE TO TELL THE OTHER 

BR IiT.ISH CORRESPONDENTS HERE ON THE RECORD THAT .1' HAD BEEN CALLED 

TO THE r~FAI THAT WILL'IAMS AND ROI>lIlSOl. HAD BEEN ASKED TO W'!THDRA'II 

""ITHltl ONE WEEKI AND THAT ,I, HAD PROTESTED STRONGLY AT TH,IS TOTALLY 

UNJUST,IFIED ACT.I~N. ' If" ASKED, WE WOULD SAY THAT THE RUSS-IAIIS HAD 

G ~VEN UNACCEPTABLE ACT. ~V . I,T, I ·ES AS THE GROUNDS FOR THE EXPULS ION, AND 

THAT THEY HAD REJECTED THE HRUER EXPULS>ION OF THE THREE SOv.!tT 

OFF.ICI>AlS FROM LONDON. liE WOULD DECL'I.HE TO COMMENT FURTHER. 

GRATEFUL .IF YOU WOULD CONF"~M BY FLASH TELEGRAM THAT F·lflANC I'AL HMES 

HAS BEEN '1IlFORMED AND WHETHER YOU AGREE \l.hTH ACHON PROPOSED 

W;lTH THE PRESS. 
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