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June 19, 1973

Deaxr Mr. ng

Attached are the three paragraphs from ths
remarks last evening which Dr. Kissinger
said he would provide to you.

Sincerely,

Brent Scoweroit

Brigadier General, USA¥

Deputy Assistant to the President
for National Security Affairs

His Excellency
Huang Chen
Chief of the Liaison OCffice
of the People's Republic of China
The Mayflower Hotei
Washington, D. C.

Gen S/1lds/6-19-73



But there are other comments, too, There are some
who are attempting to cast aspersions on these efforts of our two
countries, They are interpreting thié noble cause as if the Soviet
Union and the United States, should they adjust their relations and
put them on a peaceful track, will begin to impose their will upon
_other nations, and dictate some conditions to someone, and so on,

There is qnly one thing to be said on that score: in allega-
tions of that kind there is surely not a s-inglé‘ grain of truth, It must
be absolutely clear to anyone who is at least slightly familiar with
-the real course of events, and with the real nature of the development
of Soviet-American relations, that their improvement in no way pre-
judices the interests of any thir.d country, .

Naturaliy, the development of good relations between the
USSR and the USA will have, and already has, no small a bearing on
world affairs., But this influence is of an entirelly different nature.
It promotes the _strengthening of peace, security and international
cooPeration.l In builciing through joint -effort a new structure of .
peaceful relations, we have no intention of turning it into # secluded
mansion completely fenced off from the outside world, We want to
keep this spacious ediiiée open to a.'ll those who cherish the peace and

well-being of mankind,
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JOINT COMMUNIQUE

At the'i:.wita‘,ion of President Nixon, cxt;ﬁnc.lcd during his
official visit to the USSR in May 1972, and in accordance with
a subscquent agrcement, General Secretlary of the Central .
Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Mr.

Leonid I. Brezhnev, paid an official wvisit to the United States

from June 18 to Junc 26. Mr. Brezhnev was accompanied

b)’ . ] ‘ . . °

President Nixon and Generzal Secretary Brezimev held

.o
.

thorouch and consiructive discussions on the progress achieved
(=3 (=] 5

in the development of US-Soviet relations and on a number of

major internaticnal problems of mutual interest.

& .

eI Also taking part in the conversations held in Washington
81 g s

" Camp David, and San Clemente, were:

On the American side : 3

On the Sovi(:t sidc S E
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T The General Siate of the US-Soviet Relations

e

Doth Sidexs n\:pl'é ssed their mutval satisfaction with the fact that
the Moscow summﬁ meetings of 1\45.3" 1972 and the joix:nt decisions taken
i.;rlcl.‘c have resulted in a subsiantial advance in the strengthening of
peaccful relations between the US 'an(;x thf: USSR and have created the
basis for the further development of bread .and mutually bc:ncfic:i;".l

cooperation in various {iclds of mutual interest to the peoples of both

countries and in thce interests of all mankind. They noted their

.
.

satisfaction with the mutual effort to implement strictly and full.y the

treaties and agreements concluded between the USA and the USSR

and to expand areas of cooperation.
Thev agrend that the process of reshaping relations between the -
US and the USSR on the basis of peaceful coexistence and cqual security

as sct forth in the Basic Principles of relations signed in Moscow on

L4

" May 29, 1972 is progressing’in an encouraging miuner. " They emphasined

the great importance that ecach side attached to these Basic Principles.
o P ks L

LI -
.

They rcaffirmed their commitment to the continued, scrupulous .
implementation and to the enhancement of the effectivencss of cach of

the provisions of this document. ) o ; 5

Doth Sides noted with satisfaclion that the outcome of the US-Sovie

" meceting in Moscow in May 1972 was welcomed by other states and by

world opinion as an important contribution to strengthenhing peace

»

and international security, to curbing the arms race and to developing

.

business-lile cooperation amony states with different social systemus,



Both Sides viewed the return visit to the USA of the General

‘Sccretary of the Central Commitltee of the CI’SU, L.I. Brexzhnev,

and the talks held during the visit as a further expression of their
mutual deierinination to ceontinue the course toward a major improve- s
ment in US-Sovict relations. . L2

1.

Both Sides are convinced that the discussions they have just held

represent a further milestone in the constructive development of their

.

relations. : .

Convinced that the constructive development of .me ican-Soviet

relations serves the interests of both of their peoples and all of mankind,
it was decided to take further major steps to give these relations
maximum stability and to turn the development of friendshup and coopera-

tion between their peoples into a permaneut factor for worldwide pciace

. & &

II. The Prevention of uclear War and the Limitation of Stratesic

Armaments 2 ¥ i S TS = f e !

Issues related to the maintenance and strengthening of interuational

- = ) < RS
peace were a central point of the talks between President Nixon and

General Sceretary Brezhnev. Conscious of the exceptional importance

for all mankind of taking effective measures to that end, they discussed

B

ways in which beth Sides covld work toward removing the da 1; er of war
and cspecially nuclear war befween the USA and the USSR and between

cither party end other countries.  Consequently, in accordance with

the UN Charter and the Dasic Princi ples of relations of May 29, 1972,
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it was decided to conclude an agreement between the USA and the

USSR on the Prevention of Nuclear War, It was signed by the 1"1"csicfp::1
aud the General Sceretary on Junc. 32, 1973 and the t.r_v:-:t has been
published separately.

The Piresident and the General Secretary, in apnraising this
S Pi .

3
1

Agrecement, belicve t 1“1. it constitutes an historical landmark iz
Soviet-fimerican relations and substantially strengthens the foundations
of international peace and security. The United States and the Soviet

Union state their readiness to con‘sider additional ways of‘strcn." thening

peace and of remov ing fo*‘cver the danger of war, and particularly

nu clear war.,

N ’ - . » . o L PGl e Sate. . AW - - ¥, e
Tn the coursc of the mectings, intensive discussivins weire hcld

on questions of strategic arms limitation. In this conncciion both Sides
emphasized the fundamental importance of the Treaty on the Limilation
of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems and of the Interim Agreement on

- Certain Measures with Respect to the Limitation of Strategic Offcnsive

Arms signed beiween the USA and the USql\ in \qay 1972, which, for the

.
. .
-

first time in history, place actual limits on the most modérn and most

formidable types of armaments. Haviag exchanged \‘0\"‘ on theé proliress

in the implernentation of these Agreements, they veaffi mncd thelir
intention to carry them out and their readinéss to move ahead jointly

. . .
toward an agreement on the Iurthev limitation of strategic arms,
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Both Sides noted that progress has been made in the negotiations

that resumed In Noven:ber 1972, and that the prospects for reaching

a permanent agrecment on more complete measurcs to limit strategic

.

offensive avimameants are favorable

Both Sidc;: agrecd that the proaress made in the limitation of
strategic armaments is an exceedin fly important contribution to the
strengthening of US-Sovict relations and to world peacc;

On the ba;;is of their discussions, thé I'Dresidc-nt, and the General
"Secrct g.ry s"‘ncﬂ on Junc’2l, 1973, Basic Principles of Negotiaticns on

the Further Limitation of Strategic Ofiensive Arms. The text has

been published scparately.

s e 5 < e e



The USA and the USSR attach great importance to joining with all

states in the cause of streagithening peace, reducing the burden of

o

armaments, and in reaching 2agreements on arms limitations and

.

disarmainent meoseres,

Considering the important role which an effective international

agrcement with respect to chemical weapons would play, the two Sides

agreced to continuc their efforts to conclude such an agreement in

cooperation with other countries.

The two Sides agree to make every effort to facilitate the work
of the committee on disarmament which has be-n meeting in Geneva.

They will actively participate in negoilatiions ai

el e
IiaC G

2t working ouf

new measures to curb and end the arms race. They reaffirm that

.

the ultimate - objective is generzal and complete disarmament, includiug

riuclear disarmament, under strict international control. A world

.

disarmament confercnce could play a role in this process at an

appropriate time.

T

——
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vand Strenctheninge

I, Infernationsl Questions: The Reduction of Tensions

of Intrrnmnty v.':.ll Securily

President Nixon and General Secretary Brezhnev reviewed major

.questions of the current international situation, They gave special attention

to the ’.o'cc.lo.). vonnis which hive occurred since the time of the US-Soviet

summit mecting in Moscow. It was nofed with satisfaction that positive
trends arc developing toward the further relaxation of interrational tension
and cooperative relations in the interest of peace. In the opinion of both

Sides, the current process ol inprovcwxc‘xt in the international situation

¥ -

creates new and favorable opportunities for reducing tensions, settling

<

outstanding international issues, dnd creating a permanent structure of

# o 7 Indociiine

The two Sides expressed their decep satisfaciion at the conclusion

I3 L
of the Agrcement on Ending the War and Restoring Peace in Victnam,
and also at the results of the internationa 1 Confcrencc on Vietnam which

%

approved and supported this Agrcement.

The two Sides are convinced that the conclusion of the Agrecement on

7

D

Lndmrr the War- a,;c!.h(*tzio"lng Peace in Vietnam and tho :;ub.,cqm nt .‘1"‘: ag

of the Agrcemnent on Restoring Peace and Achieving National Conenrd'i:
L.aos meet the fundamenta l interests and aspirations of the peopler of

e

Victnam and Laos and open up a possibility for o..m.l::li:;!uug AThirting
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peace in Indochina, based on respect for the independence, sovercignty,

wnity and terrvitorial ix e

(r
<

rity of the countries of that arda, Both
Sides emphasized that these agreements must be stvictly implemented.

They further stressed the nced to bring an early end to the military

conflict in Cambaodia in order to bring peace to lh{‘ anh ¢ arca of
Indochina. They also reaffirmed their stand that the pohucul futures
of Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia should be left to the respective

peoples to determine, free {rom outside interference.

In the cours~ of the talks both Sides noted with satisfaction th

in Europez the process of relaxing tensions and developing cooperation

.

is actively continuing and thereby contributing to international stz

-

Thc two Sides expressed satisfaction with the further normalization

rclations among European countries resulting from treaties and
- - e .
agreements signed in recent years, particularly between the USSR

Ly j L
and the FRG. They also welcomed the coming into force of the.
_ Quadripartite Agrecement of September 3, 1971, They share the

conviction that sirict obscrvance of the treaties and agreements that

have been concluded will contr ibute to the sceurity and well-being

of all parties concerned. They also welcomed the prospect of United

e e

~Laii



Nations membershlip this year for the FRG and the GINU and recalled,

in this connection, that the US4, USSR, UK and Fx zmco had signed

the Quadripartite Declaration of November 9, 1972, on this subject.

The USSR 'and the USA fea Lu"'n their desire, guided by the

Cv i a

appropriate provisions of thf'p‘ Joint Communique adopted in Moscow

in May 1972, to conlinuve their scparate and joint contributions to

strengthening peaceful relations in Europe. Both Sides affirm that

ensuring a lasting peace in Europe.is a2 paramount gozal of their policies.

L -

In this conncction satisfaction was expresscd with the fact that

s a result of common efforts by many states, including the USA and

(.-

USSR, the preparatory work has been sr;cccssfully completed for the

Conierence on Security and Cooperation in Europe, which will be

convened on July 3, 1973, The USA and USSR proceed from the

.

assumptlion thaL the Comcrence will enha nee the pos. sxbllwues for

strengthening European sccurity and developing cooperation among

(t

the participating states. The USA and USSR will conduct their policy

to realize the goals of the Conicrence and to bring about a new cra of
good relations in this part of the world.
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both Sides will make efforts to bring the conference to a successful

‘conclusion at the carlicst possible time, Both Sides procced from the

7]

assumption that progress in the work of the conference will produce

sibilities {or completing it at the highest level.

<

6]

po

The US and USSR consider the gocal of strengthening of stability and

security in Europe would be further advanced if the relaxation of

political tensions were accompanied by a reduction of military tensions
in Central Europe. In this res;)ecf théy attach great ix"r.q;ortance to the
negotiations on the mutual reduction of forces and associated rheasures

in Central Euz;ope which will begin on October 30, 1973. Doth Sides
s.tate their readiness to make, é.long with other states, their contribution

to the achievement of mutually acceptable decisions on the substance
of this problem, on the basis of the principle of undiminished sccurity

of any of the parties.

Middle East




1V. Commiareial and meonomic Relafions o

v navn e s . —

11

The Prasident and the General Scerctary thoroughly revicewed the

status of and prosprats for commucm] and cconomxc tlc between the

US and USEXK. Doth Sides noled with satisfaction the progress

achieved in

the past ycar in the aormalization and development of commercial and

.

cconomic relations between them. They agreed that mmunlly

thened by t

o

cooperaticn and peacelul relations would be streng

of a perimancent foundation of economic rclationships.

advantageous

he creation

They recalled with satisfaction the various agreeincnts on trade and

commercial relations signed in this past year, Both Sides notcd that ’

American-Soviet trade haz shown a substantial increase, and

arc favorable prospects for a continued substantial rise in the

oi goods over the coming yecars. They believe that the two cour

3
L

should aim at a ftot2l of 2 3-billion do

that there

xxchange

lars of trade over the next three

years. ke US-Soviet Joint COI‘)nlC"‘Ch.l C01 nmissien continucs 'co provice

a valuable mechanism to pron'\o* the broad- scl..lc, growth of economic

relations. The two Sidcz; noted with satisfaction that contracts

Amcrican firms and their Sovicet counterparts are continuing t

s between

o cxpand.

Both Sides confirmed their firm intention to proccaed {rom the under-

standing reached oy measures directed at ere cating morc: Lwor bl-.,

conditions for.cxpanding commmercial and other cconomic tics

USSR and the 11SA,

between the



e ——

It was noted that as a result of the Agrecement Regarding Certain
Maritime Matters signed in October 1972, Sovicet and American com-
mercizl ships have been calling more frequently at ports of the United

States and the LSS*\, respectively, and since late May of this year a

new regular passenger line has started operating between Leningrad

and Ncw York.

In the context of reviewing prospects for further and more permanen

economic cooperation, both Sides expressed themselves in favor of -
. mutually advantageous long term projects. They discussed a number of

specific projects involving the participation of American companies,

including the delivery of Siberian naturzl gas to tbe United States., The

: . - . - . - - . - F
- President indicated that the US cncouraces American firms 1o work ouvg

4.1

concrete propcsals on these projects nd will give serious and sympathet

consideration to prepo

w

als that are in the interest of both Sides.

Fe contribute to expanded con‘nnerciél, cultural and techaical’

relations between the USA and the USSR, the two Sides signcd an income

tax treaty to reduce the chances of double taxation and eliminate, in -

many cases, the nced for citizens of one country to become involved in

the unfamiliar tax system of, the other,

2D
~J
2

Building npon the broad foundation provide d by the Octobcr 1
trade agrecemeoent, the USA and USSR agreed uwpon a serics of speci

actions designed to assist the businessmean of both countries, 1nc"uJ T

=
prie

(J



the completion of arrangements for new offices for the US and USSR
Commercial Counsclors in Moscow and Washington, and authorization
by the USSR for eleven US business and financial institutions to open
permancnat offices in Moscow, The two governments agreed to open
.

full-gcale commercial offices in cach other's capitals by the end of
October of this year.

The two Sides also declared their intention to explore the dcsirabi.lity
of the establishment of a U§-USSR‘ Cha:.nbcr of Commerce, US parti-

cipation in such a chamber would come from the private sector.

V. Further Progress in Other Ficlds of Bilzteral Cooperation

The two Sides reviewed the areas of bilateral cooperation in such

fields as cnvironmental protection, public health and medicine, exploration

of-outer space, and science and technology, established by the agrcements
signed in May 1972 and subsequently. They noted that they arc being

satisfactorily.-carried out in practice in accordance with the programs

as adopted. ‘ -. ¥ g =
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In particular,

lo comnat ¢ 1..-:.'.&.("‘ which o

caucer,

aspects of the environmental problene are also subjects of cooperative

‘rescarch.

Prepazetl:

P
cal

dicvascular,

[N

.

-l

ons for the joint space flight of the Apollo and Soyuz s

a joint offort is underway to develop effective mcans

re most widespread and dangerous for manhind:

fectlious discases and arthri itis; the medical

14 pace-

craft arc procecding according to an agrced timetable; the joint flight

of these space

visits of Scovict a

[

scheduled for July 1975.

ships for a rendezvous and docking mission, and mutual

d Amecrican astronauts in each other's spacecraft is

4

4

7

Build ing on the foundation created in previous agreements, and

recognizing the natenti=l Af hath tha TTC ~nd 17600 20 ui a0k

measurces

fruitful joint

- concluded.
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Maceful Uses of Atomic Encruy

Bearing in mind the fundamental nnpm.l.ancc of satisfying the

(3
L2

.

rapidly growing cnergy demands in. both countrics and throughout the

world, and recognizing that the development of highly cificient canceryg

sourccs could ¢ontribuate to the solution of this problem, the President

and the General Scerctary signed an agrecement to cxpand and atrﬂn"..n\,n
cooperation in the ficlds of controlled nuclear fusion, fast breeder reactors,
and rescarch on the fundamental properties of matter. A Joint Committee
on Coopcration in the Pcaceiul Uses of Atomic Energy will be cstablished

. ¥

to implement’ hl° agreement, ‘which has a duration of ten ycars.

Agriculture

Recognizing the importance of agriculture in mecting mankind's

requirement {or food products and.the role of science in miodeyn agricul-

tural production, the two Sides concluded an agreement providing for a

broad cxchange of scientific experience in agricultural research and

-

dcvclopmcnt, and of information on agricultural economics. A US-USSR

- . .
+ . - z -

Jom-‘ Committce on Agricultural Coopc1 ation will be establishzd to

oversec joint programs to be carried out under the Agreement,

- Occ:mo sranhy

- - . . % -_ - .
. = -

Considéring the unique ‘-‘mbv] tics and the maJor mtc,r st of Loth

nations in the ficld of world ocean stadics, and noting the extensive

-

) Sides hawve agreed

history of US-USSR oceanoygraphic cooperation, ‘
&
%
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to broaden their coope "ation and have signed an agrecment to this cffect.
In so doing, they are convinced that the bcnefi.‘cs will ac‘cruc not only
bilaterally but also to all pcoples of the world from further devclopment of

.cooperation in the field of oceanography. A US-USSR Jeint Comnnittee on
Cooperation in World Cccan Studics will be cstaﬁiishcd to ccordinate

the implementation of cooperative programs.,

Transportation

i .

The two Sides agreed that the ficld of transportation provides
opportunities for the two countries to work together in the solution of
problems which the two countries have in this field. To prrmit expanded,

mutually beneficial cooperaticen in this field, the two Sides concluded an

4.

agreement on transportation cosperation, The US and USSR further agreed

v
.

that 2 Joint Committec on Cooperation in Transportation would be established

for the purposc of implementing the agreement.

Contacts, Exchanges and Cooperation

Reccognizing the general expansion of US-USSR bilateral rclations

and, -in particular, the growing number of exchanges in the ficlds of science,
technoloygy, education and culture, and in other ficlds of mutual interest,

the two Sides agreed to broaden the scope of these activitics under a new

General Agreement on Contacts, Exchanges, and Cooperation, with &

duralion of six years. The two Sides agreed to this in the mutaal belicf

-

that it will further promote beiter understanding between the peoples of

the United States and the Soviet Union and help to improve the genral state

- = .. 1

st the oo counfric s,
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Botl'Sides belicve that the talks at the highes t level which were held
in a franl and constructive spirit were very valuable, made an important
coniributien to develeping muteally ‘advantageous relations between the
USA and the .'S.S and \villlh.avc a favorable impact on international
relations, They noted that t}}c success of the discussions in the United
States was facilil- ted by the continuing consultation and contacis as agreed
in May 1972, | They rcaffirmed that‘. the practice .of consultation shoulc.l

continuc, They agrecd that further meetings at the highest level should

be held regularly,

hospitaliiy extended during the visit to the
1% 2 S

Secretary Brezhnev invited the President to visit the USSR. The

invitation was c.ccepxcd i'o1 a time convcmcnt to both Sides.

. -
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PORP-SECSRET/SENSITIVE /(
EXCLUSIVELY EYES ONLY

HAKTO-5

June 24, 1973
TO: DICK KENNEDY
FROM: BRENT SCOWCROFT -

The U.S. side wishes the Chinese side to know that General
Secretary Brezhnev informed the President of the proposed non-aggression
treaty with the PRC of which the Chinse side had already informed us.
Brezhnev stated that he would wait for an answer until a little while
after he returned from the U.S. At that point the Soviet side will publish .
its @raf‘t treaty with appropriate commentary.

The U.S. side appreciated the information supplied by the
Chinese side and fully understands the course of action outlined by the
Chinese side.

Add Orally:

1. Dr. Klssmger looks forward to welcoming Ambassador Huang
Tt -‘b
Chen to San Clemente for dlscussmns,,e:; July 2.

2. Dr. Kissinger will give Ambassador Huang Chen full account

of all other discussions, none of which dealt with urgent matters.

DECLASSIFIED |/ £, , !
E.0. 12958, SEC. 353/, /5 ¢/ CLASSIFIED BY-Him_B_basm%ec_ﬁ
NSC MEMO, 1124198, STATE DEPT. GUIDELINES EXEMPT FROM GENERAL DECLASSIFICATION
BY____Z___ . NARA DATEC/‘Q og SCHEDULE OF EXECUTIVE ORDER 11652

EXEMPTION CATEGORY 5b (3)

AUTOMATICALLY DECLASSIFIED ON M

/SENSITIVE
EXCLUSIVELY EYES ONLY
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JOINT US-USSR COMMUNIQUE

At the invitation of the President of the United States,

y Richard Nizon, extended during his official visit to the USSR in

May 1972, and in accordance with a subsequent agreement.,- '.

General Secretary of the Central Commitice of the .Comxm.mist

P;arty of the Soviet Union, Mr. Leonid I, Brezhnev, paid an official
visit to the United States from June 18 to June 25. Mr. Brezhnev
was accompanied by A. A, Gromyko, Mir.ﬁster of Foreign Affairs

of the USSR, Member of the Politbureau of the Central Conunittce,
CPSU; N, 'S. Pa;olicllev, Minister of ,Foreign Trade; B, P Bugayev,.
Minister of Civil Aviation; G. E. Tsulanov and A. M. Aléksan@rov,
Assistants to the Géxzc;x'al Secretazry of the Central Committee, CPSU;
1., I. Zamyatin, General birector”éf TASS; E. I. Chazov, Deputy
4 ‘Minister of Public Health of the USSR; G. I.\{. Korniyenko, Member
of the Collegium of the Ministry of Fofeign Affairs of the USSR;

G A Ax:ba’tov, Director of the USA Institute of the Academy of

Sciences of the USSR.
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President Nixon and General Secre?ary Brezhnev held
thorough and constructive discussi;)ns 61{ the progress achieved
‘in; the development of US-Soviet relations and on a number of major
international probienm of mwutual interest.

Also taking part in the conversations held in Washington,

Camp David, and Sen Clemente, were:

On the American side William P. Rogers, Secretary of State;

- George P. Shultz, Secretary of the Treasury; Dr. Henry A. Kissinger,

~

Aaéi;a‘caﬁt’to the Presicent for National Security Affairs.

On the Soviet side A. A. Gromyko, Minister of Foreign
Affairs of the USSR, Member of the i’elitbureau of the Central
Committee, CPSU; 4, F. Dobrynin, Sevist Ambassador t,;v the USA;
N.S. Patolichev, Minister of Foreign Trade; B. P, Bugoyev,
Minis'c.er of Civil Aviatidn} A, M. Aleksandrov and G, E. Tsukanov,
Assistants to the Gengral Secretary of the Central Committee,
QPSU; G. M. I'{'orniyenl;\o, Iv{e.mber of:f;.hc Collegium of the

Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the USSR,

o
S———
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_and agreements concluded between the USA and the USSR, and

e

I, THE GENERAL STATE OF US-SOVIET RELATIONS

Béth Sides e}:px'essed their mutusl satisfaction with the fact
that the American-Soviet swmmit meeting in Moscow in May ’1‘_972
and the joint decisions taken there have resulted in a substantial
advance in the strengthening of peaceful relations between the
US4 aud .t.he USSR and have created the basis for the further
development of broad ami mutuélly bgneﬁcial cooperation in
various fields of nmtuél interest to the pcoples of both countries
and in the-interests of all lnankind; "They noteﬁ the.ir satisfaction

with the mutual effort-to implement strictly and fully the treaties

to expand areas of cooperationd,
They agreed that the process of reshaping relations between

the USA and the USSR on the basis of peazceful cocxistence and.

equal security 55 sct forth in the Basie Principles of Relations

Between the USA and the USSR signed in Moscow on May 29, 1972

i

is prog%'c'zssing in an encouraging manner. They emphagized t‘xé
great impoxft'ancc that each Side attbches to these Basic Principles.
. . 5 E
They reaffirmed their comnitment to the contifwed scrupulous
ir_nplemcntatiox; and to the enixancemcnt of the effectivencss of

each of the provisions of that document,

Both Sides noted with satisfaction that the oulcome of the

US-Soviet meeting in Moscow in May 1972 was welcomed by

|
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other States and by world opinion as an important contribution to

strengthening peace and international securily, to curbing the arzﬁé

race and to developing busineaslike cooperation among States with
 different social systems-.

Both Sides viewed thg re.turn visit to the USA of the General
Secretary of the Central Committee of the CPSU, L.I. Brezhnev, and
the talks held dvring the visit as an expression of their mutaal
detcrrninaéon to continue the course toward o majox improvement
in Us-Soviet relations.

B‘oth Sides are convinced that the discussions they have just
held répresent a further milestone in the consiructive development
of their z‘elatio.us.

Convinced that such a developﬁmnt of An.':erican—sovi-::t: relations
serves the interests of both of their paoples émd all of ma_:'t.kit.r.d,
it was decided to tai:e fu:rther major steps to gi;.'e there relations
maximum stability and to turn the development of friendship and

cooperation beétween their peoples into a permanent factor for

’

worldwide peace.

1I. THE PREVENTION OF NUCLEAR WAR AND THE
LIMITATION O STRATEGIC ARMAMENTS

Issues related to the maintenance and strengihening of
international peace were a central point of the talks hetween

President Nixon and General Secretary Brezhnerv.
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“which both Sides could work toward removing the danger of war,

between either party and olher countries. Consequently, in

{

States and the Soviet Union state their readiness to consider

Conscious of the exceptional importance for all mankind of

taking cffective measures to that end, they discussed ways in
and erpecially nuclear war, between the USA and the USSR and

accordance with the Charter of the Uumd Nations and the Basie
Principles of Relations of May 29, 1972, it was decided to conclude
an Agrecment Between the USA and the USSR on the Prevention
of Nuclear War, ‘ That Agreement was signed by the Preside;xt
and the General Secretary on June 22, 1973, The text has been
puSlished separately.

The President and the General Secretary, in appraisin

R

this Agreement, believe that it constitutes a historical landmark
m Soviet-American u,lat;cms and Eubbf?:dlall"' sty enf_'d*. s the

.{oundat.io:xs of international sccurity as a whole, The United

additional ways of strengthening peacc and removing forever
the danger of’ war, and particularly nuclear war, . Bl SRR T

7
In the course cvf the meectings, intensive discussions ware

héld on cmestxons of suategl ¢ arms limiiation. In this connection
both Sides ernphasized the fundamental importance of the Treaty
ore the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems and the

nterim Agreement on Certain Measuves with Respect te the

Limitstion of Strategic Offensive Arms signed between the
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.
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" Arms. The tex t has becn published ¢ eparétely.

USA and the USSR in May 1972 which, for the first time in histor ;r
place actual limits on the most modern auﬁ maost formidable types
of armaments.

Having exchanged views on the progress in the nnplemm atian
of‘the.f;e agreements, both Sides » eaffn‘med their intention to car 3
them out and thei v readiness to move ahcad jointly toward
agreement on t‘;.:-;u further limitation of strategic arms.

Both Sides noted that progress has been made in the

negotiations that resumed in November 1972, and that the prospzct

()
y

fo - yeaching & permanent agreement on more complele messures
limiting strategic offensive armaments are favorable.

Both Sid'cs agreed that the progress made in the Umiiation
of strategic armuments is an exceedingly himportant cont ﬂm{:;c:;

to the strengthiening of US -So -iet relations and to world peace.

.

i On the besis of their discussions, the President and the

.Genaral Secretar Y mﬂned on June 21, 1973, Bssic Principles

of Negotiations on the Furtlxer Limitation of Strategic Offensiv

¢ . -
.* The USA and the USSR attach great importance to joining

~

with all St ates in the cause of strengthening peace, reducing

the burden of armaments, and reaching agreerments on arms

- limitation and disarmament measures,
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Considering the iml‘aor'tax‘mt 1jole which an effective internations)
agrecwicent ~v;'ith respect to chemical weapous would play, i:hé two
Sides agrecd to continue their eff.orifs to conclﬁde such 2n agreement
_in cooperation with other countries,

The two Sides agree to make every cifort to facilitate the
work of the 'Cmnmittee on Disarmani-:n{: which hag been mestin
in Geneva. Thc—.y will actively participate in negotiations sirned
at working out new measures to cuﬂ) and end the arms race.. They
'reafﬁrm that the ultimate objective is general and complctc. X
disarmament, including nuclear disarmament, under strict
intérn‘;s.tioual control. A world disarmament conference could
play a role in this pro'cc'ss at an appropriate time,

IHI. INTERNATIONAL QUESTIONS: THE REDUCTION

OF TENSIONS AND STRENGTHENING OF :
INTERNATIONAL SECURITY ‘ '

Pi'esi‘dent Nixon and General Secretary Brezhnev reviewed
major questions of the current international situation. They gave
special attention to the developments which have occurred since

. : i
the time of the US-Soviet summit meeting in Moscow. It was .
noted with satisfaction that positive trends are developing in
international relations toward the further relaxation of tensions 3
and the strengthening of cooperative rclations in the interests
.oi peace. In the opinion of both Sides, the current process of

improvement in the infernaticnal sitvation creates new and

favoroble opportunities for reducing tensions, settling

-
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outstanding international issues, and creating a permanent

structure of peace.

Indochina -

-

) o 5, |
giaction af the

3

The two Sides expressed their desy satd
conclusion of the Agrecment on En ding the War and Rastoring '
Pesce in Vietnani, and also at the resulis of the Interanstional
Conference on Vietnam which approved and sx;layzo_rﬁed that . -

Agrecement.

Agreement on Ending the War and Restoring Pezce in Vietnam,
and ‘hc \tﬂ)seouenb signing of the Agrecement on Restoring Peace

and Achieving Nationzl Concord in Lzos, meet the fundamental

interests and aep; :ions of the pao ples of Vietnam 2nd Lacs

and open up 2 posqﬂulny for establishing a lasting peace in ~ .
Indochina, based on xespcct for the independence, sovereignty,
unity and territorial integrity of the countrias of that are

Both Sides emphasi'zcd that these agreements must be strictly
< . J

implemented.

They further stressed the need to bring an early end to the
military conflict in Cambodia in order to bring peace to the
entire areca of Indochina. They also reaffirmed their stand

that the political futures of Vietnom, Laos, and Cambodia

= -
-~

should be left to the respective peoples to determine, free
from outside interference. : T s
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The two Sides are convinced that the conclusion of the \\..-/

~
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‘into force of the Quadripartite ﬁgtgc*nent of September 3, 1971,

Lurone
e v i B e
Jun the course of the talks both Sides noted with satisfzaction

that in Europe the process of relaking tensions snud developing

cooperation is sctively continuing 2ud thereby co.lt uting to ¢ g i

e o]
int *ndtmnal stability,
The two Sides expressed satisfeclion with the further

normalization of relations among European countries resulting

ju
e

from tz'eaues and agrecments.signed in recent vyears, particularly

between the USSR and the FRG. They also \"elco*ne the coming

They share the conviction that strict observance of the treaﬁies
and agreements that have been concluded will contrlbuté to the
sccurity and well-being of all partics cdnc’ernad.

They_ also welcome the prospect of United Nanon.s mc:mbers}:ip
this year for the FRC d the GDR and recall, in this connection,
that the U_SA, USSR.,' .U’i{ and Frauce have signed the Quadripartita
Dx,cl'lh.uon of Novembex 9, 1972, on this subjcct, .

. :

The USA and the USSR reaifirin their desire, guided by

the appropriate provisions of the Joint US-USSR Communigue-

adopted in Moscow in May 1972, to continue their separate and

e b Malon |
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joint contributions to strengthening peaceful relations in Eurcne .

Both Sides affirm that ensuring a lasting peace in Europe is a

paramount goal of their policies.
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In this conncclion satisfaction was expressed \f.'ith the fact
that 2s a result of common efforts by many States, including the
USA and the USSR, the preparatory work has been' successiully
: completpd for the Confereunce on Security and Cooperatién in

turope, which will be convened on July 3, 1973, The USA and
the USSR hold the view that the Cm.xference will enhance the -
possibilities for strengthéning European security and c’xe\;eldpiug
céopera{:ion among the participating States, The US4 znd the
USSR will conduci theiz policies s¢ 3s to realize the goals of
the Conference and bring about 3 new era of good relations
in this paxt of the world.

Reflecting their confinued positive attitude toward the

Conference, both Sides will make efforts to bring the Conferenca

.

to a succeseinl 'cgnch{;i(ﬁx at the earliesat possible titme. Both
.Side-s proceed from the assumption-that progress in the work
of the Conference \:'.-'ili produce possibilities for_completing it
at the };ighest level,

; . b ‘

The USA and the USSR believe that the goal of strangthaning
stabilify and security in Europe would be further advanced if th
relaxaf'.ib.n of political tensions were e.ccompani'ed by a2 reduction
of military tensions in Central ',E:.T'.wr'olue. In t};ig respect they
attach great importance to the negotiations on the mutual

reduction of forces and armamaents and associated measuras

in Contral Evrope which will begin on Octoher 30, 1973, Both
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Sides state their rezadiness to make, hlon'v witly othier States,

their contribution to the achicvement of mutual 1y 2ccepiable

o

decisions on the substance of this problem, based on the

I-'s
o
fl‘
K
-
v
Ll
[¢]

strict observance iple of the undiminished securi v

of any of tha parties

The parlies expressed ’rhe‘n' dee coucev with the

sitvation in the Middle East and exchanged opinions rega l‘d?}gg

.way: of reaching a Middle East settlement, 5
Each of the parties set forih {ts pesition on this grobleam. !

Both parties agreed to continue to exert their efforts ‘o
promote the quickest.possible setilement in the Middle East.
' This settlement should be in accordance with the interests of all .
states in the él'ea, be consistent with their independence and
sovercignty and should take i 1{0 due account thn legitimmate inferests

of the Palestinian peopla.
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_commearcial relations signed

V. CQi=.11Ix’;ERC§IAL AND ECONOMIC RELLATIONS

The President an@ the General Secretary thoroughly reviewed the
status of and prospects for commercial and economic ties befween the
USA and the USSR. Both Sides noted with satisfactiqn the p-rog'z-ésg
-achic'\-'ed in the past year in the normalization and development 6f '
commercial .and econemic relations between them.

The')v-' agreed that mutvally sdvantageous cooperation and peaceful
relations would be strengthened by the creation of a Ijaermaneut founds -

: : \ )

tion of economic relationships.

They recall with satisfaction the various agreements on trade ;a;;d

n the past year. PBoth Sides note that

s

Aﬁ‘wrican—Soviét‘ trade has shown a substantial iucréasm and that there
ave faveralle prospects for a continued 'rji'se in the exc
dvezj the c.olning years. 5 ) .

They believe that the two countries shouid aim at a total of 2-3
billion dollars of trade over the next threce years, The Joint US-USSR
Commercial Co’t}mniss'ion coutinues to provide a valuabie. meclianism
to promote the broad-scale growth of economic 're.la.tions‘. The two

Sides roted with satisfaction that contacts betwean American firm:z and
their Soviet counterparts are continuing to expand,”:

Both Sides confirmed their firm intention to proceed from their

carlier understanding on measures directed at creating mores favorahble
9D

L4

conditions for expanding commercial and cther economie ties befween

the USA and the USSR,

Fanm bt a i oot o
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It was noted that as 2 result of the Agreement Regarding Cu-t vin

fatlere signed in October 1272, Soviet and American comuner-

cial ahms }‘.r_x\' been calling more {requently at ports of the United

Statcs‘and the USSR, respectiively, and since 3aie May of this yeary a

new regular passcnger line has staried operating between New Vork

and Leningrad.
in the course of the curreni mecting,

augmenting existing civil air relaticns between the USA znd the USSR

cow ang

. providing for direct air services between Washington and Mos

New York and Leni ‘gya(“ increasir ng i reqguency of flig’ha';s and

resolving other quesstions in the field aviation,

In the context of rm'mvmq prospac‘cs for further and mozre perma-

nent economic cooperation, both Sides zxpressed themselves in favor
of mulually advantageous Iong term prejects. Thcy discussed a number

tion of American companies, .-

of specific projects involving the participa

including the delivery of Siberian natural gas to the United States, The

President indicated that the USA encourages American firms to work

out concrete proposals on these prejects and will give serious and .
’ :

. sympathetic consideration to p IO])O sals that are in the interest of

.

‘both Sides. '

- To contribute to expanded-commercial, cultural and fechmcal

s -

relations between the USA and the USSR, the two Sides si

convention to avoid double taxation on income and eliminate, as much

~
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“accordance with the programs as adopted. - :

[} :

as possible, the need for citizens of one country to become involvad iy

h

the tax system of the other.

A Protocol was also signed on the opening by the end of Octoher
1973 of © Trade Representation of the USSR in Washington and »

Conumnercial Office of the United States in Moscow., In addition, a

Protocol was signed on questions related to establishing a US-Savict

Chamber of Commerce. These agreements will facilitate ‘the further
development of cominercial and economic ties hetween the USA and

the USSR.

V. FURTHER PROGRESS IN OTHER FIELDS OF BILATTRAL
COOPERATION :

1

The two Sides reviewed the areas of bilateral cooperation in such

fields as environmental protection, public health and medicine, explora-

tion of outer spacs, and science and technology, established L the

agreements signed in May 1972 and subsequenfly. They noted tiat

those agrcements are heing satisfactorily carried out in practice in

-

In particular, a joint cffort is under way to develop effective i 2.~
~ ) ? y g
to combat those diseases which are niost widespread aad dangerous { ¢

-

mankind: cancer, cardiovascular or infectious diseascs and aryjurini..
: - s . '.“ . X S s
The medical aspects of the environmental problems are alio suliec

of cooperative reseazrch.

e

Preparations for the joint space flight of the Apelio and To e
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flight of the ,oc- .apddc lnps for a l‘eudc‘.\ cus an‘d Gocking xnissiozi, and
mvtual visits of A_merican and Soviel asironauts in eqch other's
spacccraft, are scheduled for July 1975,

' ﬁ\xildix\g on the foundation c reated in previous agreements, and-

recognizing the potential of both the USA and the USSR io undertalk

1.- R

4

cooperative measures in carrent scienti f ic #nd technological arcas,

new projects for fruitful jeint efforts were identified and appronriate

s

agreements were concluded.

T\’
1

Al

‘Peaceful Uses of Atomic Ener

Bearing in mind the great 1.1~p01£afv~ of sausfying the growine

<

energy demands in both countries and

P

throughout the world, .and recognt
that the development of highly efficient energy sources ceould contriibute

to the solution of this problem, the President znd ﬂ..e Genaral Secresary-
signed an agrecment to expand aund strengthen cooperation in the ficids:

of coniroilcd :m‘clear fusion, fast bree;ier reactors, and rcsearch on

the fundamental propert.i s of matter, A Joint Committee on Cooperation

in the Peaccful Uses of Atomic Energy will e established to implemant

this agreement, which has a duration of ten ycars.

Arr: iculturs .

.

Recognizing the imperiance o

riy

agriculture in meecting mankind's
reguirement for fooé products and the role of science in mode.fn
agric sultural production, the two Sides concluded an agreement
providing for a2 broad exchange of scientific expéxtience in agricultural
research and devc}'opm:iu , and of n\fmz;x tion on agricultural econvinic ..

A US-USSR Joint Commrittee on Agriculiural Cooperation will be

g




~in Transportation would be established.

-16- . ~

established to oversec *cmt programs to be carried out undcer the
Agrecment. ik -

VWorld Ocean Studics

Conmdoug the unigue capabilities and t ¢ major interest of horn

nations in ‘the ficld of world oceas studi aud noting the extensive

e::')(»mcnc; of US-USSR Ofermo 1aoluc cooperation, the two Sides ! Lave

sgreed to broaden their ccoperation and have signed an agreement to
this effect. In so doing, they are convinced that the benefits from

further development of cooperation in the field of sceanography will

"~ accrue not only bilaterally but also to all peoples of the worid. 4

US-USSR Joint Co.‘m n‘tee ¢n C“c.opvret.cu in World Ccean Studies will
be estsblished to coordinafe the implementztion of cooperativa DEOSYaine.
, Transpoxtation

The two Sides agreed that there are opportunities for cooneration

s

-
5% ot
avd

between the USA and the USSR in the solution of probleimns in tha f

h

of transportation To permit expanded, mutually beneficial cooperation

in this field, the two Sides cencluded zn agreement on this subject. Th

'USA and the US SR further hgrecd that a Joint Comruittee on Coop

Contacts, Esxchanges znd Cooperation

Recognizing rhe general expansion of US-USSR hilat

and, in particulav, the growing number of exchanges in the fields of

scicnce, techneleyy, cducation and culture,. and in other fields of =

~

mutual intereat, the two Sides agreed to hroaden the scope of these

.

-~
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Secretary Brezhnev invited the President to visit the USSR in 1974.

activities under a new General Agreement on Contacts, Exchanges, ang

Cooperation, with a duration of six years, The two Sides agreed to this

in the mwutual helief that it will further promote better vnderstanding

between the peoples of the United States and the Soviet Union and v.'iﬁ

help to improve the geucral state of relations between the two countries,

Both Sides believe that the talks at the highest level,which were helq

in a frank and constructive spirit, were very valuable and made an

important coul:ribut.ion to developing mutually a.\dvanta geous relations
betwien the USA and the USSR, In the view of boﬂx Sides, these talks
will hewve 2 favorable impact on intérnatio-nal' relations.

Théy noted that _the. success of tite discussions in the United States
was facilitated by the centinuing consultation and contzcts as apreed in
May 1972, They reaffirmed that the practice of consultation should
continue. They agreed that further meetings at the highest level
should he held regularly,

Having expresscd hi-s appreciation to President Nixox; for the

hospitaiity* extended during the visit to the United States, General

The invitation was accepted. )
June 24, 1973 :

PRESIDENT O THE ¥ ' GENERAL SECRETARY OF ¥
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA CENTRAL COMMITTEE. CHsl

. 2
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‘ Delivered to Mr. Chi
4:00 p.m. ," June 26, 1973

June 256, 1973

wa‘ c&h'

transcript of bis press conference of :
June 25, 1973, be forwarded to My, Hupang
Chen. . : :

attention to the question which is at the
bottorn of page 11 of the trapscript and -
the answer to that question which iz on
the top of pags 12 of the transcript.

Deputy watant to
the President
w. Chi Ch'as-cha ; =
. Assistant tothe Chisf ofths :
Llzison Office of the . 3
Paople's Republic of China : Té
Room 573 et
The Mayfiower Bebei
- Washington, pm*c. ”
| RTK:lds:6/26-73 . G 3
DECLASSIFIED

E.O. 12958, SEC.35

MENO, /24198, STATE DEPT. GUIDELINES
:Ysc_ NARADATEG 27 Z‘
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE JUNE 25, 1973

OFFICE OF THE WHIZTE HOUSE PRESS SECRETARY
{San Clemente, California;
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THE WHITE HOUSE

PRESS CONFERENCE
OF
DR. HENRY A. KISSINGER, ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT
FOR NATIONAL SECURITY AFFAIRS

SAN CLEMENTE INN

9:15 A,.M, PDT

MR, ZIEGLER: You have the communique, which is
embargoed until 1:00 o'clock Eastern time and 10:00 o'clock
Pacific time. Dr, Kissinger is here to discuss that with you
and take your questions on the communique and also on the sum-
mit between the President and General Secretary,

For the statistics buffs in the Press Corps, the
President and General Secretary spent a total of 47 hours
together. They met in formal sessions with advisors or e—
alone for 18-1/4 hours. In addition, the President and
General Secretary were together 28-3/4 hours at informal
gatherings, social functions and signing ceremonies, and e

events of that sort, \\%mj

G How much alone, ‘face to face?
MR, ZIEGLER: Almost 10 hours. 9-1/2 hours,

DR. KISSINGER: Ladies and gentlemen: 1 will not go
through the communique because I understand you have already
had a chance to read it. Let me make a few general observa-
tions about the summit and how it fits into the general develop~
ment of our foreign policy, and then I will take questions
about the communique br any other part of the summit which
you may wish to raise.

One good way of assessing the results of the summit
is to compare last year's communique with this year's communi-
que. Last year's communique spoke about the desirability of
peaceful coexistence, It said:

'""Having considered various areas of bilateral U.,S, -
Soviet relations, the two Sides agreed that an improvement
in relations is possible and desirable, "

This year we say that: '"Both Sides are convinced
that the discussions they have just held represent a
further milestone in the constructive developmeat of
their relations,

""Convinced that such a development of American-
Soviet relations serves the interests of both of their
peoples and all of mankind, it was decided to take further
major steps to give these relations maximum stability and
to turn the development of friendship and cooperation
between their peoples into a permanent factor for world-
wide peace,"

MORE



2.

In other words, what marks the turning point last year,
in which the fact of peaceful coexistence reqtired special
affirmation and possibility of improving relations between
the United States and the Soviet Union, was thought deserving
of special note, and this year we are speaking of a continuing
relationship,

As a result, as relations between the Soviet Union
and the United States proceed along the course that was
charted last May, and accelerated this June, we cannot expect
that these meetings, which we have affirmed should become a
regular part of U,S, -Soviet relationships, will produce a
dramatic new departure. It is the strength of this relation-
ship as it develops that the road is charted and that what
we expect to see is a further evolution along a path which
will be increasingly free of confrontations, and which will
become increasingly a part of a stable international system,
This is the context in which we see the U,S, -Soviet relationship.

If you look back over previous summit meetings be-
tween Soviet and American leaders, they almost invariably
occurred in the shadow of some crisis, and they were inevi-
tably directed to removing some source of tension and some
cause of confrontation,

In May 1972 we still met in this shadow of the
Vietnamese war, and the recent decisions that had led to an
expansion of military operations in Indochina, but even
then, before the first talk, enunciated some common prin-
ciples of conduct and affirmed the desirability of a long-
term evolution toward a peaceful and ultimately cooperative
relationship between the two States and the two peoples.
These expectations were fulfilled over the course of the year
and, therefore, what this summit intended to do was to
strengthen the cooperative bonds that had developed in
particular areas, to give a new impetus to the key areas of
negotiations, especially strategic arms limitations and
mutual force reductions, and thirdly, to take the joint prin-
ciples one step further by embodying them in a formal agree-~
ment designed to prevent war, and especially nuclear war.

There is nothing I can add to the particular agree-
ments that are enumerated in the communique that deal with
the cooperative relationships in various fields and that
represent a continuation of a process that started last year,

I can only say from my personal experience in
participating in many of these negotiations that what I told
you ladies and gentlemen before the summit has been reinforced
by the experience of the summit, Many of these agreements do
not themselves take the attention and time of the top leaders,
and it would be absurd to pretend to you that the General
Secretary and the President sit down and discuss the details
of the civil aviation agreements,but it is also true that the
imminence of their meetings, and the fact that they have
determined to give a symbolic expression to this relationship
gives an impetus to negotiations that otherwise would drag
on for months, and permits the quick resolution of particular
issues which, if left to the expert level, could produce ex-
tended stalemate and there is some significance in having the
relationship develop on such a broad front, developing on both
sides a commitment that is becoming increasingly difficult to
reverse, ”
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With respect to the cther areas, I have talked to
you at some length about the decisions with respect to
strategic arms limitation talks. I think you can assume
that in addition to what has been stated formally in the
agreement on principles, that the two leaders had extensive
discussions as to how the process can be accelerated so that
a meaningful agreement can be achieved consistent with the
deadline that they have set themselves. Therefore, we be-
lieve, with considerable hope, that a permanent agreement
limiting strategic offensive arms, which would be one of the hia-
toric achievements in the field of arms control, can and will
be negotiated during the course of 1974,

With respect to the mutual balanced force reductions,
we told you before this summit conference that this was not
the forum in which to negotiate the specifics. This is a
matter of the profoundest concern to our allies, and it had
never been intended to discuss the specifics, the specific
schemes, at this meeting,

However, as those who have followed the discussions
realize, there had been some uncertainty about when these dis-
cussions would begin, Prior to the meeting, in the prepara-
tory conferences in Vienna, the Soviet position had tied the
opening of the MBFR conference to the ending of the European
Security Conference, At this meeting, it was decided that
the MBFR conference would begin unconditionally on October
30th, and, of coures, both leaders agreed that they would
make a seriCus effort to deal with the question of armaments
in Central Europe.
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The Indochina problem, which last year was a source
of contention, has received a common expression in this
document,

And finally, there has been the agreement on the
prevention of nuclear war. Now, ] have seen several comments
to the effect that it is non-binding, that it is not self~
enforcing, and no doubt I have contributed to this by comments
that reflect my former professorial profession, so let me state
our position: That no agreement in history has ever enforced
itself, Every agreement in history that has been observed
has depended either on the willingness of the parties to
observe it or on the willingness of one or the other parties
to enforce it, or on the rewards for compliance and the risks
of non-compliance,

This agreement is no different from any other
agreement in that respect. When great powers make an
agreement with each other, they, of course, have the capability
of not observing it unless the other side is prepared to draw
extreme consequences, But the violation of this agreement
would have serious consequences for the whole context of
U.S. -Soviet relations and, conversely, the observance of this
agreement can mark, as I said on Friday, a milestone in the
achievement of self-restraint by the major countries, a self~-
restraint which is by definition the essence of peace and
which we intend to observe, which we expect the Soviet Union
to observe, and which can therefore provide the foundation for
a new international relationship,

Of course, history is replete with changes of course
and we must be vigilant and prepared for such an occurreace,
unique opportunity to create a new and more peaceful system.
It is an opportunity that has come about partly as a result
of the enormity of the weapons that would be used in case of
a conflict: partly by the depth of human aspiration towards
peace: partly as a result of the complexities of a world in
which the ideological expectations of any side have not been
fully met.

But whatever the reasons, we consider the summit
as a further advance along that road, that as these meetings
become a regular feature of international life, and as we come
to take them more and more for granted, the results will follow
paths that will come to seem more and more natural and we would
consider that one of the best signs that a peaceful world is
coming into being,

So this is our assessment of the summit and I will
be glad to answer any questions on this, or on what I have
said, or on the communique, or anything else related to the
summit,

Q Dr. Kiseinger, the communique says positive
trends are developing in international relations toward the
relaxation of tension and the strengthening of cooperative
relations in the interest of peace. I wonder if you would
apply that sentence specifically to the Middle-East situation
and what transpired on it in the summit?
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DR. KISSINGER: As you can see from the communique,
the Middle East is one of the most complex areas and it is
one in which one has to separate tow problems: One, the
local tensions; that is, the tensions between the Arab states
and Isrsel, from the so-called great power rivalry in that
area, When this Administration came into office, they
were inextricably linked, In 1970, the world came close to
the brink of war, closer th®d perhaps was realized generally
at the time, over the invasion of Jordan by Syrian tanks, and
at that time, every confit in the Middle East became immediately
and inextricably a part of the great rivalry., Even the selec-
tion of words by White House briefers was picked up by local
newspapers and became a matter of attention in the context of
East-West relationships.

Now, I think it is safe to say not that the Soviet
Union and we agree on the evolution of the Middle East and how
it should be resolved, as the communique makes clear, butl
think both sides will make an effort not to become inextricably
involved in its conflict with respect to the Arab-Israel conflict.

The communique states that both sides recognize the
importance of the solution and that both sides will»mske efforts
to help promote it and therefore, we hope that some progress

7ill be made over the course of the year,
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C Is there any significance in the the dropping of the
word balance from mutual balanced force reduction in the
communique and I notice that you used it once and didn't use
it another time,

DR. KISSINGER: That is because I usually speak
extemporaneously, No, there is no significance in the dropping
of the word ''balance'',

In the preparatory discussions in Vienna, there was
some discussion about it, but since it concerned eatirely
procedural matters, it has no substantive significance., The
United States' position with respect to the mutual balanced
force reduction negotiations has been submitted to our allies.
We think that is has received substantial support from our
allies. We will enter the negotiations, we are convinced,
with a reasonable and united position,

What particular adjective one gives to describe it
is really less important, but the substance of it will be that
it must be balanced, and that it must reflect the principles
of this communiuge and of May 29th last year, that no negotiation
can succeed that attempts to give a unilateral advantage to
one side or another,

Q Is there any significance in the brief material
on the Middle East to the omissions of the word ''security" in
the phrase ''be consistent with their independence and
sovereignty''?

DR, KISSINGER: No, I think it is safe to say that
both sides recognize that no solution is possible that does
not assure the security of the countries concerned, And there
is no dispute about this,

MORE



b~
Q Why didn't the communique then say so?

DR. KISSINGER: The truth is that I don't remember
any discussion about the world '"security,' if somebody there
thought of it, it almost certainly would have said so.

Q Dr. Kissinger, do you plan soon to go to China
or do you plan to invite a Chinese leader to visit the United
States in order to assure them that what they witnessed this
past week was not the beginning of some kind of super power
condominimium?

DR. KISSINGER: We are, of course, always in touch
with all interested countries, and it is a fixed element of
our policy not to participate in any condominium directed
either at our allies or at other interested parties.

We believe that we have a common interest with the
Soviet Union in promoting a peaceful order. We believe also
that to the extent that a more peaceful conduct emerges by

all parties, emerges from our discussions, that all nations
benefit,

We have not agreed and we shall not agree nor were we
asked to agree, to anything that ameacke of super power
condominium and our views on this are well known to all interested
countries,

We have no specific plans at this moment for any
of the visits that you have described and if any should
develop, we will, of course, announce them immediately. But
we don't have to have such a visit to make that particular
point clear,

Q Dr. Kissinger, there has been a considerable
amount of confusion in connection with the SALT agreement about
MIRVs. In the agreement it states that national means of
inspection will be the only possible means. Is it possible
to control MIRV through only national means of inspection or
should we read into the wording there that in effect, you have
abandoned the notion of being able to control MIRVs?

DR. KISSINGER: First, the agreement does not say
national means are the only possible means, It says that
b oth sides agree that they must be verifiable by national
means. If both sides should decide to have other than national

means that wouldn't be precluded, but I think that is extremely
unlikely,

So, the realistic assumption has to be that any
agreement that will be made is one that will be monitored
by national means. Now then, the question is, does that
principle really exclude any control of MIRVs.

First, let me say that we believe that MIRVs are
an important part of this negotiation and therefore, we believe
that it is possible to have some restraints on MIRVs that can
be monitored by national means, and therefore a great deal
depends on what restraints we are talking about,
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If you are talking about bans on production, those
would be next to impossible to monitor by national means,
If you are talking about deployment, then they are possible
to monitor within a margin of error which is larger than is
the base in more quantities, than if you are monitoring
quantities, but that is finite. If you are talking about a
combination of deployment and improvements in accuracy and
so forth, so that you could add certain testing restraints,
then you have ever greater possibilities of inspection,

I am not saying that these are our specific
proposals. I am saying that you cannot just look at this
in terms of one category of restraints and assess the relationship
of national means to that one category. You have to do
it in the whole complex of MIRV technology and of the kinds
of restraints you want to employ and we think it is possible
to put together a package by combining several restraints
verifiable by national means,

Q Dr. Kissinger, on page 12 of the communique,
it says they set the goal for trade over the next three years
$2 to $3 billion. This is the figure for the entire 3-year
period, as I understand it; is that right?

DR. KISSINGER: That is right.

Q Since the current trade is running at, I think,
$1. 3 billion annually now, '73, would not this be --

DR. KISSINGER: The $1. 3 billion includes agricultural.
This is excluding agricultural commodities.

Q Do you have any figure including agricultural
commodities?

DR. KISSINGER: I do not have it including agricultural.
I think excluding agricultural, it runs at about $600 million
now, and I think this envisages an increase of about 50 percent.

Q Dr. Kissinger, does the communique hint, or
more than hint, at an East-West summit at the end of the
European Security Conference?

DR. KISSINGER: Well, it obviously mentions it.
The position of the communique with respect to the East-West
summit is one that we have taken before; that is to say, that
the level of the concluding phase of the European Security Conference
will be determined by progress that is made in the first two phases,
the first of which begins on July 3rd at the Foreign Minister level.
Then there will be commission meetings, and upon the conclusion of the
commission meetings, one can determine first the final phase of the
conference, and secondly, the appropriate level of participation.

We are, in principle, prepared to consider a summit
if the results of the first two phases warrant it.

Q May I ask you to enumerate as briefly as possible
the total package of benefits that will accrue to the United States
as a result of the past few days' activities?

DR. KISSINGER: I can see this is not somebody who has
attended previous briefings or he wouldn't have made a demand for
brevity. (Laughter)
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The benefits that accrue to the United States are
the benefits that will accrue to all participants in the international
system from an improvement in the prospects of peace. To the
extent that we live in an atmosphere of confrontation, the United
States, as the strongest country in the non-Communist world,
and as the one on which the security of most others depends, is
immediately drawn closer to the brink of war than almost any
other participant. .
Secondly, we expect that as a result of many of these
cooperative efforts, both peoples will benefit in a concrete way.

With respect to the economic relationships, about which
this question is often asked, they have to be seen in the whole context
of the web of relations that is developing between the two countries.
Most of the large deals that are being talked about will have to be
made by private American industry, and they would presumably not be
made unless they were thought to be made unless they were thought
to be of mutual benefit.

We have taken the view, from the beginning of this Administration
first that negotiations with the Soviet Union should not be conducted
on the basis of atmospherics, but on the basis of very concrete
negotiation; and secondly, that the economic and political matters
should be linked together so that the progress would take place on a
broad front, and I must say it is a little ironic that early in the
Administration we were all accused of delaying the progress of
negotiations, and now many of the same people who accused us then
of being too slow are discovering that the benefits may be too one-sided.

Q Dr. Kissinger, what is the reason for including a
proposal for a world disarmament conference to be held at an
appropriate time? What is your definition of an appropriate time?
Does it mean after the treaties on the strategic arms, or what?

DR. KISSINGER: Well, you know that the proposal for a world
disarmament conference is one that the Soviet Union has repeatedly
made. It was included in last year's communique, and it was repeated
in this year's communique, and I think it is safe to say that if our
Soviet colleagues and we were pressed to the wall, our definition of .
the appropriate time might differ. (Laughter) * m%
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Q Dr. Kissinger, what we have been listening to is an
anthology of the positive results of the summit. Were not there
some things that you had hoped to achieve at this particular summit
that you have not? .

DR. KISSINGER: Either due to lack of imagination or
magalomania, I can't really tell you anything that we were hoping
to achieve that we didn't. These summits are prepared over a long
period of time. This particular summit is the result of many exchanges
with the Soviet Union: Secretary Peterson's trip in July, my trip in
September, Foreign Minister Gromyko's trip to the United States in
October, Secretary Shultz's trip in March, my trip in May, many
exchanges between the two leaders.

So it really is organically almost impossible for those summits
to occur with a long agenda in which you will say we will try this
and see what happens. It is impossible, and also undesirable, because
when you have the two leaders of the most powerful nations in the world
confronting each other, you do not want to have a situation in which
a totally unpredictable clash can occur. :
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So in this mesctiug, the range of what was attainable was clearly
understood by April or May, and the results were within the range that
had been previously agreed to.

Now, at the end of each summit, there is always a very extensgive
meeting between the two leaders in which they decide the sort of
problems they can be working on over the next year. We had such a
meeting in the Kremlin on the day of the President's departure in 1972,
and that was the third time that this agreement on the prevention of
nuclear war in a slightly different context was raised.

As you all know, the President and the General Secretary met
for three hours on Saturday night, and there was a discussion of the
sort of problems that could be worked on in preparation for next year's
summit, and, of course, there is an unfinished agenda. Obviously,
the Middle East is part of the unfinished agenda, but we didn't expect
to settle it at this meeting. SALT is part of it. MBFR is part of it.
This is where we stand now in relation to next year's summit.

Q General Secretary Brezhnev said, as he was departing,
that he believed that President Nixon could be returning to the Soviet
Union as early as six to eight months., He also said that he expects
that there will be more important agreements, or equally important
agreements, signed there, indicating to some that he was possibly
projecting perhaps an interim agreement on SALT.

On those two points, could you give us the United States view
on the timing of a visit, and also on possililities of an interim agreement
on SALT which was referred to in an earlier statement by the
principals?

DR. KISSINGER: Well, as you saw, the General Secretary was
speaking without notes, and in the exuberance of the moment. (Laughter)

We don't foreclose a meeting earlier than 12 months, that has
been customary between the two recent summits, but if we had been
asked on that occasion to give our estimate, we would have been
somewhat more cautious. So if it is more rapid, then this would
indicate a more rapid pace of negotiation than we have foreseen, which
we do not exclude, but which we think is unlikely.

Now, it is not at all excluded, as the principals made clear, that
there would be an interim agreement on SALT in a period less than
the 12 to 14 months that I would have given you as an estimate, and this
is one of the matters to which we will now turn.

@ A follow-up on Mr. Kalb's question. Was chemical

weapons control one of the things that had been dropped by April or
May, or was that actively under consideration at this summit?
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DR. KISSINGER: No.

Q You suggested that most things had been decided on the
agenda by April or May. I wondered if this matter had been excluded at
that point for possible agreement, or was under active consideration for
agreement here?

DR. KISSINGER: When I say ""had been decided by April or
May,'" let me make clear what I mean. By the end of my visit to
Zavidovo, it was not that everything had been decided, but that the
range within which the negotiations between the two leaders would
take place had been essentially determined, and, therefore the shape
of probable agreements had become fairly claer. By that time it was clear
that there would be no agreement on chemical warfare.

Q It used to be a theory that it would be a good idea for the
top Soviet leaders to come to this country to get an idea of our strength;
that is, the size of the country, what the people are like, the size and
scope of our production, that kind of thing. This summit conference could
have been held on a rock in the Atlantic Ocean for as much or as little
that Mr. Brezhnev saw of America and Americans. Did he have at any
time any desire to see anything of us and our country outside of the
Presidential Compound?

DR. KISSINGER: The nature of the travel of the General Secretary
was left to him. We made it clear that he could go anywhere he chose
and for as long as he wished, so the General Secretary's itinerary was
not determined by us. However, it seemed logical to us, as well, that
the General Secretary wanted to follow the summit in Moscow, that had
been devoted entirely to work with just two very brief side trips,
with another summit in the United States of a more or less similar nature,
in which the two leaders would spend most of their time in accelerating
the momentum of their previous conversations.

I think, however, it is safe to say that now that the basic course
has been established, and many of the major agreements have been
achieved, that the purpose to which you referred will be realized in
future summits. For example, the General Secretary has pointed out
to the President that when he reutrns to the Soviet Union in 1974, the
Soviet Union would like it very much if we would agree to a greater
exposure to various aspects of Soviet life, and also to see more of the
Soveit Union than proved to be the case last year. We lave agreed to
this.

If these summits become annual events, and the General Secretary
returns here in 1975, it can be taken for granted that much more
extensive travel would be included in his program.

Q Dr, Kissinger, concerning Indochina on page 8, the
last sentence on page 8 says that the leaders may also reaffirm their
stand that the political futures of Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia should
be left to the respective peoples to determine, free of outside interference.
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Have you detected any change, perhaps, in the Soviet attitude
concerning the current fighting in Cambodia, and particularly, do
the Soviets disapprove at all of any activities that Hanoi may be
undertaking in Cambodia, either supply or military?

DR. KISSINGER: First, let us get the Ca mbodian problem into
perspective. We are talking here of the very last phase of a very
prolonged war. We are not talking here of the beginning of another
Indochina conflict. I don't want to characterize the Soviet attitude
toward Cambodia. I think the Soviet Union should speak for itself.

I think that this sentence here states our view exactly: that we
agreed that the future of Cambodia should be left to the Cambodian
people, and that peace should come consistent with the sovereignty and the
rights of self-determination of the Cambodians, We are actively
engaged in attempting to bring this about at this moment, and we believe,
as I said previously, that as the realtionships among the great powers
fall into clearer focus, as one looks at these areas less from their
symbolic aspect of either being the spearhead of wars of national
liberation or of being a conspiracy directed, it was thought once, from
Peking, I think that all colintries can adopt 2 more responsible attitude
toward the conflict in Indochina and a more diassociated attitude than
was the case in the 1960s.

Q My impression is that the granting of most-favored-nation
status to the Soviet Union, whether or not it is granted is no longer a
serious obstacle to the development of long-term trade. Is that the case?

DR. KISSINGER:: No, we believe that the granting of most-
favored-nation status to the Soviet Union is important for the
development of large-scale trade, and it is e xtremely important to the

d evelopment of Soviet-American relations. This was part of the series
of understandings in a whole complex of relationships between us and
the Soviet Union last year, and it would cast serious doubt on our ability
to perform our side of understandings and agreements if, in each case,
that part of an agreement that is carried out later by one side or the
other is then made the subject of additional conditions that were not
part of the original negotiation and, therefore, I would say that for
both symbolic and substantive reasons, and substantively both economic
and political, it would be very unfortunate if the request to grant most-
favored-nation status to the Soviet Union, which means nondiscriminatory
status vis-a-vis the Soviet Union, were not granted.

i

Q Can you address yourself to two impressions? & <
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DR. KISSINGER: Impressions or questions? v
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Q However you like; impressions and a question. First,
is there here a signal to the Russians that they have a free hand where
China is concerned, as a follow-up to an earlier question; and the second
impression, Dr. Kissinger, in the 89 words devoted to the Middle East,
one gets the impression that the Soviet Union and the United States are
as far apart as before?
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DR. KISSINGER: With respect to the first question, as I said
on Friday, I do not want to go into hypothetical cases addressed to =
particular countries. However, since you raised the question, let me
say this: I don't know what a free hand vis-a-vis China means. The
Soviet Union has declared officially that it has no military intentions
vis-a-vis the People's Republic of China.

On the other hand, it is difficult to conceive a military attack
by anybody on the People's Republic of China that would not endanger
international peace and security and, therefore, it would be thought
to be, from whatever direction it came, not consistent with our view of
this treaty, butl repeat: This does not imply that we have any reason
to believe that any such attack is contemplated or that any of this subject
was discussed at all between them.

With respect to the Middle East, the communique makes clear
that there is no unanimity of views. Whether that is as wide as before
or narrower, I think we should let the future decide, but obviously the
subject was discussed at some length.

G The glowing manner in which the two leaders have described
their past weeks --

DR. KISSINGER: What manner?
Q Glowing manner, the euphoric manner.
DR. KISSINGER: Don't top yoﬁrself. (Laughter)

Q -~ carries with it the impression that we can now expect
an acceleration of demands or requests or proposals, at least within our
own country, for the reduction of armaments. A moment ago you talked
about the necessity of maintaining vigilance. Would you discuss that in
context with the summit meeting?

DR. KISSINGER: This period requires great sophistication on
the part of the American people. We have reached this point because
we have proceeded from the basis of adequate strength, and because
we have consistently taken the position that we would reduce our strength
only by agreement with the other side in some agreed relation to the
reductions by the other side.

This must remain an essential part of our policy, and we cannot
do, as a result of this agreement, unilaterally those things that the
Soviet Union will not do. We have made it clear in the communique and
we have made it clear in the conduct of our policy that the principal
goal of this Administration in the field of foreign policy is to leave
behind it a world that can be said to be safer, more peaceful, and more
permanently free of crisis than the one we found.

But we, in our view, cannot achieve this by unilateral
reductions of American strength, and we believe that the course on
which we are, which has made, in our judgment, significant progress,
can be maintained only if we were to continue to pursue it on the basis
of strict reciprocity.
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Q If I may, I would like to come back to this
not so important adjective balance., Isn't it true that the
Soviets have quite a different interpretation of balance
than you have, and is this one of the reasons why not even
the formal title of MBFR talks was spelled out in the com-
munique ?

DR, KISSINGER: What was spelled out in the com~
munique is, I believe, consistent with what was agreed to in
Vienna, The future of force reductions in Europe will not be
determined by adjectives, It will be determined by concrete
programs. It will not be determined by constant insinuations
of some dark American design.

The United States has taken the view and has stated
publicly that our security is integrally linked to the
security of our Eurppean allies. Therefore, we are prepared
to work with our European allies on working out a concrete
program that reflects the common conception of security.
We have invited our European allies to participate with us
in developing this program, and we think the time has come
to discuss the program, rather that the adjectives of a title
of a conference,

Q Dr, Kissinger, did they give us to understand
that they would play a useful role in seeking a cease-fire in
Cambodia, and did we give them to understand that we will be
winding down our bombing there in the meantime ?

DR. KISSINGER: I don't think any useful purpose is
served if I go into the details of these discussions with
respect to Cambodia, The primary problem with respect to
Cambodia now is whether it is possible in a finite period of
time to bring about a negotiation that leads toward a politi~
cal settlement and produces a rapid cease-fire, The particu-
lar tactics of particular operations are subsidiary to that
overriding issue which was the subject of discussions.

Q Dr. Kissinger, does the agreement to prevent
nuclear war mean that we would have to enter into consultations
with the Russians before we would come to the defense of an
ally under attack?

DR, KISSINGER: The agreement for the prevention
of nuclear war, in Article 6, makes clear that allied obli-
gations are unaffected, Secondly, the significance of
Article 4 is that in case of situations that might produce
the danger of nuclear war in general, consultations have to
be undertaken. It should, therefore, be seen as a restraint
on the diplomacy of both sides, and as I pointed out on
Friday, not a guide to action in case those restraints break
down and war occurs.

Q Dr. Kissinger: on the economic front, here
you talk about that serious and sympathetic consideration
should be given by the U,S. Government. Earlier you stressed
in your discussion -~
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DR, KISSINGER: Consideration to what?

Q To proposals that are in the interests of
both sides. These are business proposals, presumably. Earlier
you stressed the importance of the private corporations in the
negotiations. What happens when they conflict, and a corpora-
tion says this is in our mutual best interest, but perhaps
you do not? A case in point right now is the natural gas
deals, There are two of them that were discussed before,

One corporation went out and made a deal, How do you resolve
this question?

DR, KISSINGER: To the extent that corporations can
implement their deals without the aid of the Government, we
can do no more than express our views to their directive.

To the extend that the corporations require the assistance
of the Government, or the guarantee of the Government of
their investment, we have the possibility of gearing the
decisions to our national policy.

Now, with respect to the natural gas deal, we are
not under the impression that these companies have the
resources to do them entirely on their own and, therefore,
we can relate them to national policy, but as the communique
says, we are looking on them favorably, but it is Bard to
discuss in the abstract.

Q There is a reference in the communique to a
meeting at the highest level to complete the ESC, What sort
of time frame do you have in mind?

DR, KISSINGER: As you notice, the communique makes
no particular reference to a specific time frame and, there-
fore, this question will be easier to answer after the Foreign
Ministers have met, and particularly after the commissions
have started their work, It will depend to some extent on
whether the European participants will decide to take a summer
vacation and the commissions will decide to take a summer
vacation in August or not. The time frame is, as the com-
munique says, the quickest possible time, but there is no
particular time limit,
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Q We are talking about some period within less
than a year, aren't we?

DR, KISSINGER: That would be a reasonable assump-
tion. But it depends on the progress of the conference, but
that is a good working hypothesis,

Q On the Watergate, the inevitable question as to
whether Watergate in any way was discussed between the President
and the General Secretary, and would you, Dr. Kissinger, be
prepared to comment on published speculation that the pressures
of Watergate applied a more modest negotiating technique
on the part of the President in his expectations on the Summit?

DR. KISSINGER: With respect to the first question,
Watergate was not discussed. And I don't think the point has
yet been reached where our domestic travails are discussed
with foreign leaders.

Second, the negotiating frame for the Simmit was
established last year and was in no way affected by Watergate,

Q Dr, Kissinger, did the Soviet side, coming back
to the natural gas deals, ask for a more specific, more
categorical American endorsement of these particularl
the latest Occidental Petroleum deal, and a promise o
guarantees on the credits than is in the communique?

DR. KISSINGER: No, the specific status of the gas
deals is now that they have to be moved from these abstract
declarations of intent to some concrete propositions. These
concrete propositions have to be developed, in the first
instance, by the companies concerned that have to make a
judgment of the degree of investment that is required and also
on whether it is an ecemasnit. proposition. Pl

At that point, one will have to determine whether Jez
this can be done entirely by private capital or if it requires, =
at least in some of its aspects, some U.S, governmental
guarantees. That point has not yet been reached because the
projects have not yet been formulated into precise economic
propositions,

Q Dr. Kissinger, in what way are the documents
and agreements signed by the Genera! Secretary of the Soviet
Communist Party binding in any respect on the Soviet Government
and another rather petty question, is there any connection
between the timing of this week's events or at least the
communique, this press conference this morning and your press
conference Wednesday, if you have one -- is there any connection
between that timing and the Watergate events going on in
Washington?

DR, KISSINGER: With respect to the first question,
whenever the General Secretary of the Communist Party signs
a document, we are given -~ it is actually legally a very
good uestion -~ we are given a document by the Soviet
Foreign Ministry pointing out that he has full powers to sign
that document because, as you know, M¥. Brezhnev has no
official governmental position, so that legally the documents which
he signed this year and the documents which he signed last year
are fully within Sovjet consitutional processes and we have also
an official Soviet statement that he has full goveramental powers
to sign the document,
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Secondly, with respect ts my briefings, our view‘ }
. here has always been that the necescities that prodxfce fore.zgn
policies are of a permaaent nature, and that our objective is
- what I described at the beginning, to bring about a more peace-
ful world, They are not geared in any respect to any of the
domestic situations,

This schedule was determined at a time when it was
believed that Dean would testify last week and it was agreed
then * that in view of the fact that the General Secretary's
speech was on television yeaterday, that his departure state-
ment would be on television yesterday, and in view of the .fact
that it is more appropriate to release communiques at a t.xme
he is leaving the country, that the release of the communique
would be on Monday and therefore, the briefing of the communique
would be on Monday, That is a schedule that was determined,
I repeat, at a time when we did not know that the hearings
would be postponed,

if I have another briefing on Wednesaday, it is in
respouse to the repeated request of many of you ladies and
gentlemen that we have a more informal session, less geared
to the words of the c ommunique, to set this in better
perspective, :

But, since you have raised the issue, I will say
now, I will move you to Thursday, to remove any question about
it, The thought had never crossed our mind and we will now,
if there is one, have it on Thursday.

Q Could I suggest that the day is less important
than it be sometime later in the afternoon, California time.

DR. KISSINGER: Work it out with Ron. If there is
another briefing, the purpose is to permit a somewhat more
philosophical discussion of where we are going. The timing

should be left to what producess the best philosophical
dicussion, ’ :
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@ Dr, Kissinger, the proposal for a world dis-
armament conference has been mentioned many times over the
years and has not been a subject necessarily of agreement
between the Soviet Union and the United States as to its use~
fulness. I wonder whether the mention of it here in the
communique, whether you would characterize it as one of the
accomplishments of the summit?

DR, KISSINGER: The world disarmament conference
was mentioned in last year's communique and therefore, to
have it mentioned again cannot be considered a radical departure
and one of the principal accomplishments of the conference.

We have said that we would be brepared to discuss
it at an appropriate time, and I sus pect that this will lead
to several exchanges on that subject.
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Q Dr. Kissinger, the proposal for a world dis-

armament conference has been mentioned many times over the
years and has not been a subject necessarily of agreement
between the Soviet Union and the United States as to its use-
fulness. I wonder whether the mention of it here in the
communique, whether you would characterize it as one of the
accomplishments of the summit?

DR. KISSINGER: The world disarmament conference
was mentioned in last year's communique and therefore, to
have it mentioned again cannot be considered a radical departure
and one of the principal accomplishments of the conference.

We have said that we would be prepared to discuss
it at an appropriate time, and I suspect that this will lead
to several exchanges on that subject.

MORE






0 - FOMJZ »6»\ )/
' ) M‘M&V&b :{,ﬁﬁ Seinig
—~— —_ 7020 A 4na MG,/?‘?}

~ The Chinese side informed the U.S. side earlier that as

Samdech Norodom Sihanouk was visiting in Africa and EBurope, it
was yet infeasible for the Chinese side to communicate to him |
U.S. tentative thinking on a settlement of the Cambodian question.
Although the Chinese side had informed the U.S. side that
negotiations between Samdech Sihanouk and the Phnom Penh traitorous
clique would be impossible, the U.S. side nevertheless openly
refused to negotiate with Samdech Sihanouk, which enraged him
all the more. However, according to news reports, U.S.
government officials have recently made some disclosures on this

- question; which have given rise to éérious speculations. At
the same time, it is learned that the Lon Nol elique has gone
to the length of spreading the rumour that the Phnom Penh authorities
will enter into official negotiations with the National United
Front of Cambodia very soon, with the United States and the
Chinese Communists serving as go-betweens. In spreading
such utterly groundless assertions, the Lon Nol clique harbours
ulterior mitives, widly attempting to confuse public opinion
and forestall the settlement of the Cambodian question. The
Chinese side is of the view that such a turn of events is
extremely disadvantageous to seeking a settlement of the
Cambodian question and will even cause trouble. The Chinese
side cannot but bring this to the serious attention of the

U.S. side.
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