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Unofficizal translation

His fxcellency x}tg
Ronald W.REAGAHT K e
The President of the

United States of America

washington, D.C.

December 5, 1985

Dear ur.President,

Ll

In this message of mine I would like to express some
consideravions and proposals as a follow-up to our exchange of
views.

After the Geneva meeting we have s common task - to do all that
is necessary and possible so that its results which were met with
satisfaction everywhere, be reinforced by practical agreements and
measures leading to the termination of the arms race, strengbthening
of the security of all states and revitalization of the situation
n the world. This 1s precisely vizat is expected of us as lezders

O

1+ the two major powers.
The Soviet-imerican Talks on auclear and space weapons are,
course, of special importance., .e favor achieving real progress

at these talks, as well as st The conference in Stockholm, at the

- negotiations in Vienna and in other fora.

Zuv there is an issue where concrete and rather weighty and
Gangible results can be egnieved alrsacy now.This 1s the issue of
stopping nuclear tests,

The Soviet Union unilasterslly introduced since August 6 and has
been observing a woratorium on zll nuclear explosions. There is
no need to dwell upon the seriousaess of This svep. To vake such
& cecision was 20t a2 simple mactsr for us. ihe sSoviet side has its
OwWn prograiis, concrete pracvicali needs. Jor ¢hat reason a time



2

Period through which the moratorium ivould remain in effect was set-
until January 1, 1986. is we have stated, The USSR is ready to
refrain Iron conducting nuclear explosions even furcher, though, na-
vurally,on the basis of reciprocity. I wish to reaffirm that again.
If, however, no positive response to this goodwill gesture of ours
comes from the US, the unilateral commitments of the USSR will be
void after the announced date. ‘

W& would not like it to hapoen. Altnough we do not have much
time at our disposal, there is still enough time for the American
side to carefully anzalize this question again and to review it in
broad political terms. I wish to reifterate the thought which I have
already expressed to you: if there is a genuine intention to work
vowerds stopping the nucleer arms race, a mutual moratorium cannot
be objected to, while it would bring great benefits.

Indeed - what can be the objective obstacles to our joint
suspension of nuclear weapon tests? I z» convinced that there are
no such obstacles., For in that case our countries would, in fact,
be in an equal position.

: Sometinmes, of coursSe, they refer to the difficulties of
verificagtion, 3ut vhere is no basis whabtsoever to dramatize this
proolem, either. e both know That ths USSR and the US possess very
sOphisticate& national technical means meking it possible to verify
reliably The fact of the agbsence of nuclear explosions. An additio-
nal guarantee of ensuring the confidence of the sides that the
morgvorium is being ooserved would ba renouncing - as the Soviet
Union has done now - any nuclear explosions - for peaceful, as well
as military purposes. =

I, however, some Goubvs regarding verification remain, this,
given asreeument on vihe main point, is z problem wiiech, in our view,
caz be solved. One can Take up,for exa.ple, the proposal of the
Delhi "six" - Argentina, Greece, India, .exico, Tanzania and

Sweaen - regarding tne cregtion of verificztion mechanisms on the
territvories of these countries. .e nave zlready exoressed a positive
abttivuae Go taat.

woreover. I a oubtual aorstorius oz aucleasr
;oing to be introduced now, we zme noapered - and this is what we
0

progose - L0 agree at vie sanme time oz The following: on a reciprocal
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basis To give on appropriate reguests The opportunity to the
observers of both sides to visit The locations of ambiguous
poenomena in order to remove possible coubts that such prenomena
can e related to auclear explosions.,

In other words, the issue of a2 mutual moratorium on nuclear
explosions is ripe and cac be resolved as a practical matter. And
if one is to speak of the political significance of such g joint
step, then, certainly, it would give gquite a definite signal to
other nuclear powers, too, would create a qualitatively new situatior
much more favoraeble for a positive development of the process startec
in Geneva, for taking effective prectical steps to curb the nuclear
arms race.

The resumption of the trilateral negotistions on the general
and complete prohibition of nuclear weapon tests would also be a
tangible step in that directvion. The overwhelming majority of states
guite definitely speaks in favor of that, as was clearly stated
in the U.N., at the recent HPT review conference, in other presti-
gious internationzl organizetions.

I would like to0 reaffirao our readiness for such negotiations
znd I specifically propose that they be resumed next January, for
exanple, in Geneva. I believe that, should you accept, we could
jointly come to terms on this macter with the British, too.

kir.President, I found it necessary to address in this message
a very important, serious question in the spirit of frankness which
pernested our meetings and coaversavions in Geneva.

On behalf of the Soviet lezdership I would like to reaffirm
that we favor the implementation of trose understandings of prin-
ciple, which were reached betwsen us, It is precisely in this vein
that I address you.

we do not see any genuinely coovinelng regsons, why the USSR
and US could not make a Jjoint svep - to mutually discontinue
nuclear explosions. A political decision is required in this case, Anc
we would like To nope that such a2 cecision will be taken by the

Us Administrstion,

siacerely,



