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SEGRET/SENSITIVE

MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION

PARTICIPANTS: President Ford
Henry A, Kissinger, Secretary of State
Donald Rumsfeld, Secretary of Defense
George Bush, Director, CIA
Fred Ikle, ACDA
Nelson Rockefeller, Vice President

DATE & TIME: Thursday, March 18, 1976
PLACE: The Oval Office
SUBJECT: Soviet Note on SALT of March 17, 1976

President: Most of you know I feel strongly that I think a good SALT
treaty is in the national interest. But this note [Tab A] raises the
possibility -~ if we pursue our present course -- that we will be
forced to suspend the talks for 1976,

Vice President: Their flat statement about Backfire raises the prospect
that there is nothing to discuss. I am impressed by the feeling on the
Hill that we can be tough with them,

Rumsfeld: Another approach would be procedural: ask them what they would
propose to do now. Another approach would be to leave it in Geneva;

another would be to defer until next year. Another approach would be a
Brezhnev visit without SALT, These are illustrative,

President: I think this note deserves careful thought.
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Dear ir.Presicent,

I znd ¢y colleagues have thoroughly studied the considers Gions
set forth in your letter of TFebruary 16, 1976 zboubt current situa-
Tion in The relations tetween our countries. )

I eppears that vie and you are evaluating in different wgy
the causes of certain difficulties which cropped up into these

l.Ju

e~
lztions lately. ife have already expounded to you our point of view
ot

rf

on thet mgtver. It remzins the same. IV is imnoru ¢nt, however,thz

tad

both you and e stand for overcoming the existing oi¢110L7*1 5,70

’_
R

Turther improvement of the Soviet—-Lmerican relgticnse.

Cn our rarv we Co not feel any hesitetions in chocsing tas

path. It was very recently stated at The highest forum of cur coubt-

Ty — the 25th Congress of the CZSU That the Sovietv Union intends

flely to continue the course for further improving Soviet-izerican

relasvicns in surict compliance with the spirit and letter of The
concluded sgreements and the underteken commititments.

AN

e definitely proceed from the assumption that there ooacculve—¢

ly exist necessary prereguisites that, granted mutual desire, tkze
relations between our countries should conbtinue to be developed and
strengthened in the interests of our two peoples and.tne cezuse oI
world Dezce. .

In this comnnection we as well as you, ir.President, attach to
'nrlorlty o an early conclusion of working out arnd signing a long-
term zzrecment on the whole complex of questions of limiting stra-
tegic weagons on the basis of the agreement reached between us in
Vladivostok. '

In the course of the talks already afver Vliacivostok -~ and

o g

you, certainly Xxnow it well - the Soviet side took a number ol in-

portant steps to meet the American side in abtempts to find zutual-

ly acceptable resolutions to the remaining issues.
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Unfortunately, the same cannot be said about the position of
the Azerican side including the latest proposals which you call

Axn

compronise ones in your letter.
Iet us, however, look whether they are really of such nature.
inerican sice

© 1s known that in meeting the wishes of the

ve expressed readiness to count as iIRVed missiles (1320 units)
e tyves which have been tested with LIRV, under

all missiles of tThe tyi
conGition that simultansously agresment would be reached on the
whole complex of cruise missiles. Up $ill now the Azerican side 2§

S 1e
L3

Auerican side proposes to consider as agreed on

mn
0]

vell agreed to that.
Yet now the
ion ~ gbout the way of counving LIAVed =is
leaving under the terms Of
gquestion of sea-based and

1y Toe first guesti
ng it in long-term agreement while

osals actually unresolved the

these 'Dro:

lené-based cruise misciles.

frue, you vropose tThalt missiles of
gtlonally deployed until January

tion and testing would not be banned. But let us spesk frenkly -

these two types should not
1, 1979, buv their produc-

be opersz
actually it would be a sanctioning of a new channel of strategic
arms race bacause it is uarealistic to think that it would be easi-

er to agree on bamning long-range cruise missiles after they have
been developed and, possibly, even put into mass production and not

now-when it hesn't happened yet.
remove from limiting these really strategic types
imerican side abt the same time attempts as before to

of wegdons the Am
of some kind on Soviet medium~range bozber twhich

put linmitation
'Backfire" and which is in no way related to the subject
of the negotiations. The artificial character oil including vhis
e

Yrying to

it calls !
issue intoagenda and persistency shown by the fnerican sicde in Thst

navter caanot but bring inference that soneone is deliberately try-
ing to 2ut roadvblocks on the way to reaching an agreement.
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Thus we do not see any forward movement in the US proposals
ol February 15 ia comparison wilth vwhal was discussed curing Sscre-
Tery Kissinger's visit o ioscow last January. lloreover, there 1is
a certain movement backward. It first of all apvlies to a lirked
sulution o The questions of .IRVed missiles and cruise missiles,
vhich I have mentioned gbove. Purther, the US side agrezd in Jan-
uery with vhe complete ban on submarine cruise missiles with the
renge over ©00 km. and now it backed away from this agreemsnt.

S0, can one consider, iir. Pﬂesz_aonu, sucn. pro*oos 1s a2s coasro-
nise ones? A , - -

I an sgying this with 211 directness, beczuse in such serious
business one cammot leave any azbiguities. A
We believe that the proposals which we set forth a2t the con®

~clusion of the talks with iir.Xissinger in Woscow consbitute The

H

ealistic besis for solving the remaining issues of stretegic =rns
imitations which are not yel agreed upon, znd we hope That the TS
side would once agein thoroughly weigh them from bthab very point
of view. ‘ |

There remain not so many unresolved issues, and if erergetic |
efforts are “’cai:en Tor settling them The work on the Agreement cen
be compleved within a very short period 0“” time, which botha sices
are equally inverested in.

* In col_clus:a.on, I would like to reemphasize imau ir our ceep
cenviction vie can and must provide — proceeding from whabt hes al-
ready been aconplished in Soviet—fmerican relations end no® suc-—-
cumoing to influences of various momentary considerations - fox
onward movenent across the wide Ifield of those relations.

Smce e!y,
L.BREZINEV

liarch 17, 1976
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