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1. THIS IS S3O-2-M-0J5. SReReT=timee TEXT

2 SUBARY. THIS MESSAGE SUMMARIIES THE MESULTS OF
SEVER DAYS OF MEETINGS WITH THE RUSSIAN S3D DELEGAT 10N
In WOSCOW. OURING THIS PERIOD, GENERAL BURES AND DRS.
BARKER AND TURNER ALSO HAD THE OPPORTIRITY 10 MEET
VITH ACADENICIAN YTLIKOY WHO OSTERSIBLY HEADS THE
BUSSIAN DISCANTLIMENT EFFONT. WE IMITIALLY FOCUSED
OM FIVE TOPICS DASED ON THE PARERS SECRETARY BAREA
PROVIDED TO FOREIGN MIMISTER ROZVRLY O FEDRUARY 1B --
STORAGE FACILITIES FOR MUCLEAR COMPONENTS AMD FISSILE
MATERIALS; SAFE BECURE RAILCAAS; WEAPONS
TRAMSPORTATION COMTALMERS AMD KEVLAR BLANKETS;
CONTAIMERS FOR THE TRANSPORTAY ION/STORAGE OF FISSILE
MATERIAL; AND NUCLEAR WTAPON ACCIDENT RESPONSE,
DURING THE FINAL DAYS, WE ALSO BEGAN DISCUSSTONS On
THE BEMATHING TWO SAKER PAPERS ONM BATIONAL SYSTEMS FOR
WUCLEAR MATERIALS CONTROL AND THE DISPOSIYION OF
PLUTORILM AMD HIGHLY ENRICHEO URANIUN. THE TEKT OF A
MOR-PAPER, DISCUSSED WITH THE RUSSIANS, SUMMARIZING
THE COMCLUSIONS wE REACHED, OPTIONS FOR ASSISTANCE.
AND WEXT STEPS IS IN PARAGRAMM 30. [EMD SUMMARY.

3. A NAJOR DIFFICULTY ¥E MAVE PACED 1S DCTIMMERING
VHO 15 TN CHARGE OF TME DISMANTLEMENT ISSUE 1v
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RUSSTA. VELIKOV CHAIRS AN INTERAGENCY GROUP FOR
NUCLEAR WEAPONS DISAUANENT. THIS GROUP, HEWEVIR,
APPEARS 10 HAVE WO EXECUTIVE AUTHORITY. VELIKOV'S
INFLUENCE SELMS TO STEM LARGELY FROM IS DIRECT ACCESS
10 YELTSIN, VELIXOV ADNITTED 10 US THAT WE DOES WOT
DIRECTLY CONTROL THE RUSSIAN $SO DELEGATION AND THAT
17S NEWBERS REPORT TO THEIR MINISTERS. AS DISCUSSED
1% PARAGRAPHS 25-26, VILILON'S AGENDA DIFFERS
SUBSTANTIALLY FRON OTHER RUSSIAN PARTICIPANTS IN THE
§SD PROCESS. WHAT 1S CURRENTLY LACKING IN THE RUSSIAN
GOVERIMENT 1S A CENTRAL DECISION-MAKING 800Y WHICH CaM
;:E c*ItlSl(lS AND WAKE THEm STICK AS GOVERMENT

4. AMBASSADOR PALEMYEN, THE RUSSIAN BCT COMMISSIONER,
ASSUMED THE CHAIR OF THE RUSSIAN $30 DELEGATION WHEN
¥E ARRIVED 1% MOSCOw. WOVEVER. THE AFTERNOON OF NARCH
10, ¥ VERE TOLO THAT PALCNYER MAD “TAKEN ILL" ARD
THAT GENERAL-LT TELENTSOV WOULD ASSINE CHARGE FOR Tt
REVAINOLR O THE ROUSD. PALENYEN WAD DESCRIGED
TELENTSOV, WHO LED THE RUSSIAN DELEGATION IN QUR FIRST
THO ROUNDS OF TALKS, AS WIS "CO-CHAIN.® ZELENTSOV HaS
CONTIMUED THROUGHOUT OUR TINE HERE TO OGKIMATL THE
DIALOGUE. W WAS WIS OvW UNIQUE PERSPECTIVE OW THESE
ISSUES. NE VIEWS U.S. ASSISTANCE LARGELY AS A
COST-AVOIDAMCE EXERCISE FOR RUSSIA AND CONTINUALLY
TELLS US TWAT OUR ASSISTASCE WILL MOT ACCELERATE
RUSSIAN DISMANTLEMENT. PALEWVEN, IN CONTRAST, RAS
TRIED T0 FUT A KORE POSITIVE FACE ON THE PROCEEDINGS.
THE UPSHOT OF ALL THIS IS TWAT THE BUSSIANS ARE STILL
NOT SPEAXING WITN OmE VOICE.

5. WILE WE CAE TO MOSCOW WITH THE TECMNICAL EXPERTS
NECESSARY FOR WUTS AMD BOLTS DISCUSSION OF AN
ASSISTANCE PACKAGL, OUR TALKS ARf STILL YO A LARGE
EXTENT O A POLITICAL LEVEL. RUSSIAN EIPERTS WERE
AVAILABLE 1% PLENTIPUL WUBBERS GUT, Ow SEVERAL
OCCASIONS. THEY STATID TN FRUSTRAVION THAT THEY MAD
BEEN INFORMED OF TME MEETINGS ONLY 4 DAY OR TwO, OR
EVEN HOURS, DEFOREMAND. ONCE EMGAGID, WOWEVER, THD
EXPENTS VERE RESPONMSIVE AND, IN CERTAIN INSTAMCES.
USEFUL AND IN-DEPTH TECMNICAL DISCUSSIONS TOOR PLACE.

&. AFTER THE (LOSING SESSION, GEMERAL-LT ZELENTSOV
NADE THE POINT TO GESTRAL BURMS THAT THI RUSSIAN SIDE
1S INDEED SERTOUS ABOUT U.S. MELP 1 A *COOPERATIVE

TR
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STORAGE FACILITIES FOR MUCLEAR COMPOMENYS AMD F1SSILE
MATERIAL

P T L L L e LY T L LY S

7. THE PRIRARY AUSSIAN AID WEQUEST [w TRE 350 GAOUP
HAS BEEN FOR THE COMSTAUCTION OF A LARGE, STORAGE
FACILITY FOR TME LOMG-TERM STORAGE OF FISSILE
MATERTAL. YHE RUSSIAW PROPOSAL 1S [RPINSIVE AND, IN
SOME RESPECTS. GOLD-PLATED. £.6., THE REQUEST FOR
IKFRASTAUCTURE PAYNENIS TO BUILD SUCH THINGS AS
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HOUSING AND SCHOOLS TO PLACATE THE LOCAL COMNLNITY
WHERE THE FACILITY VILL BE LOCATED. THE RUSSIANS HAVE
WOT TONED DOWN THEIR REQUIREMENT FOR THIS AID,
ALTHOUGH THEY ARE NOW TALKING ABOUT OME FACILITY
INSTEAD OF TWO, AND THE COST ESTINATE APPEARS TO 8E
MOVING MORE IN LINE WITH OUR EXPERIENCE.

8. A RUSSIAN EXPERT ON STORAGE FACILITIES ARRIVED
FROM ST. PETCRSBURG ON MARCH 10 TO BEGIN DISCUSSION OM
THEIR PRELININARY DESIGN. THE STORAGE FACILITY 1S
ONLY IN THE FEASIBILITY STUDY PHASE AND, THEREFORE,
THE DESIGN CONCEPTS ARE PRELININARY, THE FINAL DESIGN
WILL BE CONPLETED IN 1993. THE CURRENT PLAN 1S 1O
BUILD THE FACILITY IN THE AREA OF TONSK. CHELYABINSK
HAS BEEW WULED QUT AS A SITE DUE TO ENVIROWMENTAL
CONTAMIMATION FRON OTHER MUCLEAR FACILITIES IN THE
AREA. A THIRD UMNAMED LOCATION IN THE URALS IS ALSO
STILL BEING CONSIDERED. THE FACILITY IS 0 BE
DESIGNED T0 A VERY HIGH STANDARD FOR SAFETY,
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AND SECURITY, THE RUSSIANS
WOULD LIKL 1T T0 CONTAIN AUTOMATED MUCLEAR HKANDLING
EQUIPHENT SUFFICIENT TO EXAMINE INDIVIDUAL CONTAINERS
AMD REPACKAGE MATERIAL IF BECESSARY, BUT IT WILL NOT
BE CAPABLE OF ANY CHENICAL PROCESSING OR REFAERICATION
THAT MAY BE REQUIRED FOR EMD USE APPLICATION OR OTHER
DISPOSITION. BASED OM THESE CONSIDERATIONS, THE
RUSSIANS CONSIDER ONLY AN UNDERGROUMD FACILITY AS
APPROPRIATE TO THEIR MEEDS.

2. THE FACILITY WILL RAVE A STORAGE AREA OF ROUGHLY
40-50 THOUSAND SQUARE NETERS. IT IS TO BE BUILT IN
TMO PHASES. THE FIRST PWASE, WHICH WILL COMPRISE
ABOUT 40 PERCENT OF THE FACILITY'S STORAGE ARLA
TOGETHER WITH ITS INOEPEMOTNT MATERJAL HANDLING AND
SUPPORT FACILITIES, WILL OF COMPLETED AS CARLY AS LATE
1095. THE SECOND SECTION IS TO BE OPERATIOMAL IN
1997. UNDER THE RUSSIAN PLARS. THE COMPLETED FACILITY
WILL ACCOMMODATE ROUSMLY| FISSILE MATERIAL
STORAGE CONTAINERS OF RUSSTR DESIGN. THE COST OF THE
COMPLETED FACILITY IS ESTIMATED BY THE RUSSIANS TO BE

1.5-2 BILLIOM RUBLES, BASED ON THE CURRENT RUBLE VALUE.

10. THE RUSSIAN DELEGATIOR WAS PROVIDED US WITH A
COPY OF THE PRELIMINARY DRAMINGS THAT WERE USED DURING
THEIR PRESENTATION. THEY MAVE ALSO COMMITTED TO
PROVIDING US THE FEASIBILITY STUDY THEY ARE CURREWTLY
COMDUCTING BY WARCH 31 OF THIS YEAR. THIS DATA WILL
HELP US IN QUR PRELININARY ASSESSMENT OF THE FACILITY
REQUIREMENTS AND COSTS.

11. WE HAVE REPEATEOLY EMPHASIZED OUR CONCERN THAT
U.S. ASSISTANCE IN THIS AREA APPEARS TO HAVE NO INPACT
ON THE RUSSIAM TIMETABLE FOR THE ELIMINATION OF
NUCLEAR WEAPONS. ZELENTSOY SAID THAT THE $400 MILLION
WOULD HAVE ONLY A MEGLIGIBLE 1MPACT IN THIS REGARD.

AT OME POINT HE STATED THAT U.S. ASSISTANCE TOTALING
$1.4 BILLION OVER THREL YEARS WOULD BE REQUIRED IN
ORDER TO ACCELTRATE YHEIR SCHEDULE, BUT ME DECLINED TO
BE MORt PRECISE AND OID NOT RETURN YO THE SUBJECT.
NEVERTHELESS, AT THE CONCLUSION OF OUR MEETINGS THE
RUSSIANS AGREED TO PROVIDE US AN ESTINATE OF HOW U.S.
ASSISTAMCE IN THE COMSTRUCTION OF A LOMG-TERM STORAGE
FACILITY WILL ACCELERATE THE COMPLETION OF THE
FACILITY ARD THE PROCESS OF DISNANTLING RUSSIAN
NUCLEAR WEAPONS. THIS ESTIMATE WILL ASSUME U.S. AID
OF $150 MILLION, INCLUDING BOTH NATERIALS AND
EQUIPKENT.

12. THE RUSSIANS WAVE REPEATED IN L
ALY EMTLIAR
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TERMS THEIR ARGUMENTS AGAINST THE USE OF EXISTING
WILITARY STORAGE FACILITIES AND EXISTING HARDENED
CIVILIAN ARO WILITARY iNSTALLATIONS FOR STORAGE. THEY
ARGUE THAT THESC APPROACHES ARE EITHER MOT FEASIBLE OR
THAT THEY ARE AS COSTLY AS BUILDING A NEW FACILITY.

13. WHEN WE BROACKFD THE IDEA OF IDENTIFYING INTERTM
STORAGE FACILITIES AS A NEANS OF REOUCING THE
BOTTLENECK IN THE ELININAVION PROCESS WHILE A
LONGTR-TERM STORAGE FACILITY 1S CONSTRUCTED, 2ELENTSOV
EXPRESSED INTEREST, BUT QMLY IF THIS ASSISTANCE WAS IN
ADDITION TO AID FOR THE LONG-TERM STORAGE FACILITY.

HE SAID THAT 1F INTERIN STORAGE MAD TO BE SUILY AT
RUSSIAN EXPENSE, THEY INSTEAD WOULD LEAVE WEAPONS IN A
MON-DISMANTLED s‘Slln DISABLED/ INOPERABLE) STATE DNTIL
THE LONG-TERM STORAGE FACILITY WAS COMPLETE. IN THE
VORKING GROUP*S MON-PAPER, WE STATED QUR WILLINGNESS
T0 CONSIDER ASSISTANCE TO DEVELOP SAFE AWD SECURE
INTERIN STORAGE FACILITIES, OR OTHER FORMS OF
AS&IETAICE. IF IT WOULD ACCELERATE THE DISMAMTLEMENT
PROCESS.

14. N SIN, THE RUSSIAM PROPOSAL FOR A NEW, LARGE,
LONG-TERM STORAGE FACILITY WAS THE MOST CONTENTI0US
ISSUE WHEW WE ARRIVED AMD IT REMAINS SO, VELIKOV'S
IDEAS FOR SELLING OFF PLUTONIUM AND URANIUM DISCUSSED
IN PARAGRAPH 25 BELOW WOULD NAXE THE MEED FOR SUCH A
LARGE FACILITY EVEN MORE QUESTIONABLE. THIS ISSUE
VILL ULTIMATELY HAVE TO BE RESOLVED IN COMMECTION ¥ITH
DECISIONS ON THE FINAL DISPOSITION OF FISSILE MATERIAL
REMOVED FRON DISHANTLED MEAPONS,

SAFE, SECURE RAILCARS

L T

15. THE PROVISION OF 25 SAFE, SECURE RAILCARS
APPEARED TO SE A PROMISING AREA FOR ASSISTANCE WHEN WE
ARRIVED [N MOSCOM, BUT TECHNICAL PROBLEMS MAVE STYMIED
OUR EFFORTS TO BRING THIS TO FRUITION. 1IN EXPENTS
DISCUSSIONS, BOTH SIDES IDENTIFIED SEVERAL PROBLEMS IN
CONVERTIMG U.S. RAILCARS FOR USE ON RUSSIAN TRACK.

THE MOST JHTRACTABLE PROBLEM PROVED TO BE THE MATING
OF THE U.S. RAILCARS TO RUSSIAN CARRIAGES OR TRUCKS.
THE LACK OF COMPATIBILITY BETWEEN U.S. AND RUSSIAN
COUPLING DEVICES AND BRALE SYSTEMS ALSO PROVED TO BE
FORMIDABLE PROBLENS.

16. THESE TECKNICAL PROBLEMS MAY HAVE SOLUTIONS, SUT
AT A HIGHER COST AND WITH SIGWIFICANT TIME DELAYS (1
10 3 YEARS) THAN VAS ORIGINALLY ESVISIONED. THE STRM
THAT BROKE THE CAMEL'S BACK, HOWEVER, WAS THE RUSSIAN
RAILROAD ADNIMISTRATION'S ASSERTION THAT MY MOOIFIED
U.S. RAILCARS UNDERGO A THREE YEAR PERIOD OF TESTING
BEFORE YHEY COULD BE CERTIFIED FOR OPERATION OM
RUSSTAN RAILROADS. THIS ACCUNULATED TIME LAPSE WOULD
STGNIFICANTY REDUCE THE BENEFIT OF THE U.S. RAILCARS
T0 THL RUSSIAN DISMANTLEMENT EFFORT.

17. THIS OUTCOME SITLL LEAVES THE QUSSIAMS WITH THEIR
STATED NEED FOR_ SAFE, SECURE RAILCARS TO TRAMSPORT
NUCLEAR WEAPONS. 1N OUR WON-PAPER, WE AGREED TO
CONSIDER THL RUSSIAN SIDL'S REQUEST FOR TECHMICAL
ASSISTANCE IN THE MODIFICATION OF RUSSIAN RAILCARS TO
INCLUDE ADDITIONAL SAFETY AND SCCURITY FEATURES. T™E
RUSSTANS ARE TO PROVIDE US BY MARCH 31 SPECIFIC
TECHNICAL PROPOSALS ON THES SCORE.

UEAMS CMAII[RSIKEVU! BLANKETS
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18. THE RUSSIANS HAVE EXPRESSEQ CONCERNS ABOUT THE
ABILITY OF THE UX TO FULFILL THEIR PUBLICLY ANMOUNCED
COMMITHENT TO PROVIDE 250 SUPERCONTAINERS WITHIN THE
30 NILLION POUND STERLING THAT HAS BEEN ALLOCATED TO
PROVIDE BOTH THESE COMTAINERS AND ARMORED TRUCKS. THE
RUSSIANS SAY THEY DO WOT EXPECT TO CONFIRM ANY
AGREEMENTS WITH THE BRITISH UNTIL THEIR EXPERTS RETURM
10 MOSCOM IN APRIL. THE RUSSIANS ARGUED THAT [T WOULD
B[ POSSIBLE BOTH TO ACCEPT SUPERCONTAINERS FROM THE
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BRITISH AND TO PRODUCE SOME INDIGENOUSLY WITH U.S.
SUPPORT. THE MUSSIANS HAVE APPARENTLY CONSTRUCTED
SOME PROTOTYPES BUT WILL NOT BEGIN TESTING THEM UNTIL
MID-YEAR. THEY SAY THAT THEY LACR SUFFICIENT ARMOR
FOR MASS PRODUCTION OF THEIR SUPERCONTAINER AND THAT,
EVEN IF THE ARMOR WAS AVATLABLE, THEY LACK THE MOMEY
T0 PAY FOR IT. THEY WAV

E SOUGHT OUR ASSISTANCE IN

PROVIDING ARMOR AND, POSSIBLY, THERMAL INSULATION FOR
USE IN THEIR CONTAINERS.

19 SINCE WE HAVE COMFIRMED WITR THE BRITISH THAT THEY
HAVE THE LEAD OR THIS ISSUE, ¥E DID NOT GIVE THE
RUSSTANS ANY ENCOURAGEMENT ABOUT 01.S. ASSISTAMCE [N
THIS AREA. IN THE NON-PAPER, WE STATED THAT WE WERE
\WNILLING TO DISCUSS ASSISTAMCE IN TIS AREA BECAUSE °
THE UM] NGDCM HAS PUBLICLY STATED THAT IT MILL

(b)([) PROVIOE ERCONTAINERS TO RUSSIA, THUS FULFILLING
ITS REQUIREMENT,

20. KEVLAR WAS A BIG HIT VITH THE RUSSIANS, THEY
HAVE SUGGESTED ITS UTILITY T0 THEW IN A MMBER
(b)(1) AREAS. IN THE SHORT TERM, TKEY. ARE LOOKING FOR
BLANKETS AS TENPORMRY SUBSTITUTES FOR THE
SUPERCONTAINERS THEY HOPE TO SUILD OR RECEIVE FROK THE

.

21. VE HAVE WORKED OUTT AW AGREED PROGRAN TO PROVIDE
TWO TYPES OF PROTOTYPE BLAMKETS BY MAY 1 AND JOINTLY
TEST THEW. THESE TEST RESULTS WILL ALLOW US 70
DEVELOP AN OPTINAL DESIGN TO NEEY RUSSIAN REQUIREMENTS
AND DETERMINE THE MUMBER OF BUANKETS TO BE PROVIDED.

FISSILE NATERIAL TRANSPORTATICM/STORMGE COMTAINERS

22, THE RUSSTAN SIDE WAS TOENTIFIED A NEED m@?
TRARSPORTATION/STORMGE CONTAINERS FOR FISSILE -

MATERIAL, AFTER TECHMICAL DISCUSSIONS ON U.5. AND
RUSSIAN CONTAINERS, THE RUSSIANS MADE CLEAR THAT THEIR
PREFERENCE IS TO HAVE THE UMITED STATES FUMD THE
PRODUCTION OF A RUSSIAM-DESIGHED COMTAINER. THMEIR
PREFERENCE IS BASED, INTER ALIA, ON THE SMALLER SIZE
OF THEIR CONTAINER WHICH THEY SAY IS OPTIMAL FOR THEIR
NEEDS AND MINIMIZES STORAGE SPACE REQUIREMENTS; THEIR
BELIEF THAY THEIR PROPOSED CONTAINER WILL MEET IAEA
CRUSH TEST STANDARDS, FOR WHICH U.S. CANS HAVE WOT
BEEN TESTED; AND THE PRESENCE OF BALLISTIC PROTECTION
AND OTHER ADDITIONAL SECURITY FEATURES IN THEIR
DESIGN. U.S. EXPERTS MAVE CONCURRED IN YHIS

APPROACH .

23. THE RUSSIANS HAVE llﬁPRiSSED A PRESERENCE FOR
PRODUCING CORTAINERS OF THEIR DESIGN IN RUSSIA. THEY
NAY BE ABLE TO PRODUCE THE CONTAINERS THEY SAY THEY

MCN=82075/01318 TOR=82075/ 12142
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NEED AT WELL BELOW THE COST AT WHICH THE U.S. COULD
PROVIDE SUCK CONTAINERS OR CONTAINERS OF OUR OWN
DESIGN. HOVEVER, THE FATE OF THE RUBLE AND INCREASING
PRICES IN RUSSIA MAKE ANY COST ESTINATES SUSPECT,
THERE ARE THREE OPTIONS IN PLAY FRON OUR POINT OF
VIEY: 1) PRODUCTION OF THE RUSSIAN-OESIGNED CONTAINER
IN RUSSIA WITH U.S. FINAMCIAL ASSISTANCE, 2
PRODUCTION OF THIS CONTAINER IN THE UNITED STATLS, OR
3) ASSEMBLY OF THE CONTAINER IN RUSSIA UTILIZING AT
LEAST SCME COMPONENTS OR NATERIALS THAT HAVE BEEW
MANUFACTURED IN THE UMITED STATES. UNDER THE LATTER
OPTION, FOR EXAMPLE, THE RUSSIANS EXPRESSED INTERESY
IN U.S. INSULATING MATERIALS FOR USE IN THEIR
CONTAINERS.

24, AS A NEXT STEP, THE RUSSIANS HAVE AGREED 10
PROVIDE US DETAILED PROOUCTION DRAWINGS OF THEIR
TRANSPORTATION/STORMGE CONTALNER BY HARCH 31, BASED
ON THESE DRAINGS AND ANSWERS TO ANY FOLLOW-UP
QUESTIONS WE MIGHT HAVE, WE WILL EVALUATE AND ASSESS
THE PRODUCTION COST OF THESE COMTAINERS NID THE 2
FEASIBILITY OF PRODUCING THEM IM THE UNITED STATES. ‘
IF WE UNDERWRITE PRODUCTION OF CONTAIMERS IN RUSSIA,
VE COULD FACE SONE DIFFICULT 1SSUES IN EMSURING THE
TRANSPARENCY MECESSARY T0 BE COMFIDENT THAT U.S. FUNDS
ARE SPENT PROPERLY, PRODUCTION IN RUSSIA WILL ALSO

B
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80T EMPLOY AMERICANS OR RESULT IN MONEY BFING SPENT Ik
THE U.5. ECONOMY. ON THE OTHER HAND, U.S. PRODUCTIOR
COULD BE HAWPERED BECAUSE WE CURRENTLY LACK SOME OF
THE MATERIALS USED IN RUSSIAM-DESIGNED CANS AND
TYPICALLY UTILIZE DTFFERENT MANUFACTURING PROCESSES.
WE ALSO WEED TO COMSIDER THE IMPLIED POLITICAL AMD
LEGAL LIABILITY ISSUES ASSOCIATED WITH U.S. PRODUCTION.

...............

25. VELINOV BECIEVES MUSSIAN PRIORITIES INCLUOE BOTH:
1) THE RAPID DISKANTLENENT OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS AD 2)
STABILIZATION OF THE RUSSIAN CONONY. HE BELIEVES A
REY CONTRIBUTION TO A STABILIZATIO

K FUND COULD CONE

FROM REVEWUES GENERATED By THE SALE OF URANIUN ANMD
PLUTONTUM RECOVERED FAON DISWANTLED VEARONS, THIS
FISSILE NATERIAL COULD B PROCESSED INTO REACTOR GRADE
FUEL IN RUSSIA PRIOR T0 SALE, OR BE S0LD TO
RESPONSIBLE COUNTRIES IN ITS WEAPOMS GRADE STATE.
VELIXOV PREFERS THE LATTER IDEA BECAUSE 1V COULD
GENERATE CURRENCY FOR THL RUBLE STABILIZATION FUND AND
ELIMINATE RUSSIAM STOCKS OF SURPLUS FISSILE MATERIAL
MORE QUICKLY. HE WOULD LIKE TO DISCUSS HIS IDEAS IN A
BILATERAL GROUP INTTIALLY IN OROER TO SEEK U.S.
SUPPORT MO THEN CREATE A NULTILATERAL FORUM TNCLUDING
THOSE COMTRIES THAT ARE POTENTIAL PURCHASERS, 1.E..
THE U.S.. SRITAIN, FRANCE, GERMANY AND JAPAN,

6. V[LIKOV S POSI"OI PUTS HIK AT ODDS WITH THE
RUSSIAN SSO DELEGATION (INCLUDIMG THf SUBGROUP ON THE
CISPOSITION OF HEU AND PU) OM TwO POIMTS. FIRST, IF
PLUTORIUM AND URANIUN FROM DISMANTLED WEAPOMS ARE PUT
ON THE WARKET, THIS MOULD LARGELY ELININATE THE NEED
FOR A NEW, LARGE, LONG-TERN STORAGE FACILITY FOR
FISSILE WATERIAL, THE NUMBER ONE PRIORITY OF THE
RUSSIAN SSO GROUP. SECOMD, VELIXOV'S PROPOSAL CALLS

TAD=92075/12312 CDSN-MAK%A%
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FOR THE RAPID DISMANTLEMENT OF SOVIET MUCLEAR WEAPONS
UNDER THE GORBACHEV AND YELTSIN INMITIATIVES. THIS
WOULD REQUIRE SOME INTERIN STORAGE D IS IN CONTRAST
YO THE POSITION OF THE RUSSIAN SSD DCLEGATION WHICH
APPEARS PERFECTLY CONTENT WITM THE CURRENT YEAR 2000
PLAN AND SEES NO PRESSING RCASON TO ACCELERATE IT.

ACCIDENT RESPONSE

scescscnssscmnnes

2, .S, AND RUSSIAN NUCLEAR ACCIDENT RESPONSE
EXPERTS MET EIGHT TINES AS A SUBGROUP OF THE SSO

DELEGATIONS. THE RUSSTAN TEAM WAS A
APON DESIGH LABORATORIES
Wnumn OF INOUSTRY, NINATOK,

THE WOD, U.5. TERM PRESEWTED FODIAL BRITFINGS OR
WRITTEN SUMMATIONS (INCLUDING APPROPRIATE DOCUMENTS
AND PHOTOGRAPHS) OF ALL OF THE AGENDA 1TEMS DESCRIBED
IN THE LS, PROVIDED BY SECRETARY BAXER TO
FOREIGN WINISTER KOTYREY ON FEBRUARY 18.

28. OUE TO A LACK OF MISSIAN PREPARATION, THE
MEETINGS INITIALLY WERE VERY OMC-SIDED. WHEW THE U.S.
TENG PRESSED FOR A NEANINGFUL EXCHANGE OF INFORMATION.
THE RUSSIANS CLAIMED THAT THEY HAD BEEW MOTIFIED OF
THE MEETING (BUT NOT TTS AGEMDA) OWLY A FEW HOURS
BU% Tl% FIRST SESSION WAS SCHEDULED TO VAXE PLACE
o L

29. MTHOUGH THE RUSSIAM TEAX PROVIDED VERY FEM
MATERIALS, THEY DID OFFER SOME GEMERAL DESCRIPTIONS OFf
THEIR APPROACH AND INDICATED AREAS OF PARTICULAR
INTEREST 1M 0.5, METHODOLOGY, TECHMDLOGY, A
EQUIPNENT. THEIR OVERALL APPROACH, THEY CLAINED, WAS
VERY SIMILAR TO THAT OF THE UMITED STATES, E.6.,
COORDINATION BETWEEN ¥OD AND llHYG KCIHIT TEH\S
UITHMPRIIIHII DETE P

30. THE RUSSEANS CLEARLY WEBE VERY INTERESTED IN

ACQUIRING THE BROAD RANGE OF U.S. ACCIDENT

:gS:C‘lfS{-RELAT[D EQUIPHENT DESCRIBED [N OUR BRIEFINGS,
Las
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.S, TRAINING IN TS USE. IN A RARE

EXPLICIT PLEA FOR HELP, 2ELEWTSOV COMMENTED THAT °Wi
ARE MOVING A LOT OF WEAPOWS, AND WE HAVE A REED FOR
SUCH EQUIPMENT.” PROBABLY AT 2ELENTSOV'S URGING,
RUSSIAW ACCIDENT RESPONSE EXPERTS SUBMITTED A
CONPREHEKSIVE EQUIPMENT “WISH LIST™ WRICH WE RAVE
PRONISED TO EVALUATE. LELENTSOY INDICATED THAT THE
LIST ¥AS PRELIMINARY BUT HE COULD PROVIDE NO MORE
DETAILS THANM H1S EXPERTS 0DI0, THE RUSSIANS ALSO
SEEWEQ INTERESTED [N AX EVENTUAL EXCHANGE OF CBSERVERS
AT IJ%;A‘R ACCIDINT EXERCISES, BUT PROBABLY NOT IN THE
NEAR TERM,

THE DISPOSITION OF HIGHLY ENRICHED URAMIWM AND
PLUTONIIM

31. THE SUBGROUP ON THE DISPOSITION OF HIGHLY
ENRICHED URANIUN (HEU) AND PLUTONIUM (PU) MET FOR OME
THREE HOUR SESSION ON WARCH 13.

32. THE RUSSIAN EXPERTS LARGELY FOLLOWED THE RUSSIAV
SO DELEGATION LINE, TAXING THE POSITION THAT TuEY

WERE PLAMNING FOR THE LONG-TERM STORAGE OF HEU AMD PU
FROM DISUANTLED WEAPOMS AMD, THUS, WERE FOCUSED ON THE
NEED Fﬂ A lll I.m !!H STORAGE "CIUTY N T‘

33. THE RUSSIAN EXPERTS DI IMDICATE AM INTEREST IN
WORKING O A BILATERAL BASIS WITH THE UMITED STATES ON
A COOPERATIVE PROGRAM TO USE MEU AND PU AS FUEL, BUT
STATED THAT THIS WOULD BE A MUCH MORE CONPLICATED

ISSUE THAN STORAGE. THEY DENIED THAT RUSSIA HAD ANY
PLANS TO SELL PU OR NOX FUEL, ALTHOUGH THEIR ABILITY
TO USE INTERMALLY THE MMOUMTS TMAT WILL BE GENERATED
BY THEIR DISMANTLMENT PROGRAM IS LIMITED. TNE
RUSSIAMS SAID THAT, AS A RULE, THEY DID NOT INTEND TO
USE HEU AS FUEL AND THAT EXCESS HEU WOULD BE BLEWDED
DOWN TO LEY FOR COMMERCIAL POWER REACTOR FUEL. THE
RUSSIANS IMDICATED THAT THEY MAD SUFFICIENT CAPABILITY
FOR THIS PURPOSE. IN GENERAL, THE RUSSIAM EXPENTS
APPEARED HIGHLY SEMSITIVE TO NON-PROLIFERATION
CONCERNS ARISING FBOM THE DISPOSAL OF FESSILE MATERIAL
A¥D THEY INDICATED MO DISAGREENENT WITH THE GENERAL
PRINCIPLES WE EMUMCIATED, BASED OM OUR GUIDANCE, ON
THE PEACEFUL USE OF HEU AND PU.

34. THE RUSSIAN CIPERTS' STATENENTS WERE MOT IN LIN
NWITH VELIKOV'S VISION AS QUTLINED ABOVE. THE ACADENY
OF SCIENCES REPRESENTATIVE INDICATED THAT A STRUCTURL
FOR DECISION-MAKING ON THE QUESTION OF HEU AND MU USE
WAS STILL IN THE FORMATIVE STAGE, BUT THAT IT WAS
LIKELY THAT A WEW INTERAGEWCY GROUP, INCLUDING
REPRESENTATIVE FRON MINATOM AMD THE MOO, WOULD B
ESTABLISHED N THE NEAR TERM AND BE CHAIRED BY VELIKOV,

:?. THE U.S. SIDE PAQVIOED THE RUSSIANS A LIST OF
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36. THE SUBGROUP ON NUCLEAR NATERIAL ACCOUNTING AND
CONTROL NET FOR TWO SESSIONS ON MARCH 12-13. WE
BRICFED ON THE .5. NATIONAL SYSTEM FOR ACCOUNTING AND
CONTROL, AS IN OTHER AREAS, THE RUSSIAN EXPERTS
CLAIMED THAT THEY HAD LITTLE OR MO MOTICE OF THE
MEETINGS. MO REPRESENTATIVE FROM GOSATOMNADIOR, THL
RUSSTAN VERSION OF THE WRC, WAS PRESENT. STILL, THE
RUSSIANS DID OFFER AN IMPROMPTY BRIEFING ON SOME OF
THE KEY ELEMENTS OF THEIR NATIONAL SYSTEK.

37. THE RUSSIANS HAVE A VERY LIMITED STATE SYSTEW FOR
ACCOUNTING AND CONTROL AND THAT, IN THE PAST, THEY
HAVE LARGELY BEEN COMCERMED WITH ITEN CONTROL (E.6.
WARHEADS) RATHER THAN BULK OUCLEAR MATERIAL.

AUTHORITY FOR THE USE AND PRODUCTION OF MUCLEAR
MATERIAL, INCLUDING SAFETY, RADIATION PROTECTION AND
KATERIAL CONTROL IS WOW YESTED IN THE MEW STATE
COMMITIEE FOR THE SUPERVISION OF WUCLEAR AND RADIATION
SAFETY OF THE RUSSIAM FEDERATION (GAIE THE RUSSIANS
LACK AN “ATOMIC ENERGY ACT." NTLY, GAX HAS
NOMINAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR SAFE nzeumlcu BUT N0
LEGAL AUTHORITY TO COMMIT THE RUSSIAK GOVERNMENT TO A
PLAN OF ACTION IN THIS AND OTHER AREAS. THE
DISSOLUTION OF THE FORMER SOVIET UMION MAS DISRUPTED
THIR [FFORTS TO DEVELOP THE NECESSARY LAVS AND
REGULATIONS.

38. WE WEED A BETTER UNDERSTANDING OF RUSSIAN
FACILITIES AND SYSTEMS IN OROER TO UMDERSTAMD THEIR
PROBLENS AND ASSESS POTENTIAL AREAS FOR SPECIFIC U.S.
ASSISTANCE. THE RUSSIANS WERE RELUCTANT OR UMABLE T0
PROVIDE SUFFICIENT INFORMATION, AT LEAST AT OUR
INITIAL MEETINGS.

39, WE LEFT RUSSIAN EXPERTS WITH FOUR PROPOSALS THAT
WE STATED COULD BE ACCOMPLISHED IN THE KAY-JUNE
TIMEFRAME: 1) A FOLLOW-UP MEETING IN MAY TO PROVIDE
A U.S. BRIEFING ON PHYSICAL PROTECTION, 2) A VISIT TO
TWO U.S. FUEL FABRICATION FACILITIES WITH THE HOPE
THAT FOCUSING OM A SPECIFIC TYPE OF FACILITY WILL
ENCOURAGE DISCUSSION OF SPECIFIC PROCEDURES FOR
ACCOUNTING AMD CONTROL AMD, SUBSEQUENTLY? FACILITATE
U.S. ASSISTANCE, 3) A RECIPROCAL U.S. YISIT 10 &
RUSSIAR FUEL FABRICATION FACILITY, AND 4) A FOLLOW-UP
MEETING TO DISCUSS FUTURE COOPERATIVE ARRAMGEMENTS.
THE RUSSIANS INDICATED THAT THEY WOULD GIVE QUR
PROPOSALS CAREFUL CONSIDERATION.

NON-PAPER SUMMARIZING RESULTS OF SSO MEETINGS

40. THE TEXT OF A NON-PAPER SUMMARIZING THE RESULTS
OF QUR MEETINGS IN MOSCOM 1S PROVIDED BELOW. THE
RUSSIAN SSD DELEGATION AGREED THAT THIS PAPER IS A
FAIR SOMATION OF THE PROGRESS WE MADE AMD THE CURRENT
STATUS OF OUR DISCUSSIONS, PARTICULARLY WITH REFERENCE
;g‘atgunassm OBLIGATIONS AMD THE TIMETABLES

BEGIN TEAT:

SUNMARY OF RESULTS
SSD WORKING GROUP MEETINGS
MARCH $-13, 1992

THE SSD WORKING GROUP MET IN MOSCOW MARCH 5-13, 1992
TO ADDRESS AREAS OF POTENTIAL U.S. ASSISTANCE AND
COOPERATION IN THE SAFE, SECURE DISHANTLEMENT OF
MUCLEAR WEAPOXS. THE UNITED STATES 1S COMITTED TO
DEVELOP SPECIFIC PROGRAMS OF ASSISTANCE AND
COOPERATION IN THE AREAS IDENTIFIED BELOW. THE
FOLLONING SUMMARIZES THE CONCLUSIONS REACHED DURING
THE WORKING GROUP MEETINGS, OPTIONS TO BE COKSIDERED
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BY THE UMITED STATES TO PROVIDE THE MOST EFFECYIVE
NARNER OF ASSISTANCE, AMD THE NEXT STEPS NEEDED T0
FACILITATE U.S. DECISIONS.

FISSILE MATERIAL CONTAINERS:

THE RUSSIAN SIDE WAS STATED A REQUIREMENT FOR |3
TRANSPORTATION/STORAGE CONTAINERS FOR FISSILE —
MATERIAL. THE U.S. AND RUSSIAN SIDES HAVE coeLuDED
THAT .S, -DESIGNED CONTAINERS ARE NOT CONPATIBLE WITH
RUSSIAN DESIGN REQUIREMENTS. THEREFORE, THE TWO SIDES
HAVE CONCLUOED THAT THE TRANSPORTATION/STORMGE
CONTAINERS SHOULD BE BUILT TO RUSSTAM SPECIFICATIONS.

THE TWO SIDES HAVE CONSIDERED THREE OPYIONS FOR
PRODUCING RUSSIAN-OESIGNED COMTAIMERS, FIRST, SUCH
CONTAINERS COULD BE PRODUCED 1N THE UNITED STATES.
SECOND, THESE COMTAIMERS COULD BE PRODUCED I¥ RUSSIA
WITH U.S. ASSISTANCE. FINALLY, RUSSIAN-DESIGNED
CONTAINERS COULD BE ASSEMBLED IN RUSSIA, BUT INCLUDE
SONE CONPONENTS THAT RAVE BEEN MAMUFACTURED I THE
UNITED STATES.

THE RUSSIAN SIDE STATED THAT ITS PREFERRED OPVION IS

Y0 PRODUCE THE CONTAIMERS IN BUSSIA. 1IN ORDER TO MAKE

ITS DECISION OF THIS ISSUE, THE UMITED STAVES REQUIRES
PRODUCTIOK DRMNTNGS FOR THE BUSSIAN-DESIGHED

COMTAINER. THE RUSSIAN SIDE HAS AGREED TO PROVIDE A T
COMPLETE SET OF SUCH PROOUCTION DRAYINGS TO THE U.S.
EMBASSY BY MARCH 31, 1892,

BASED ONM THE PRODUCTION DRAWINGS PROVIDED BY THE
RUSSIAN SIOE, THE UMITED STATES WILL DEYELOP ESTDMATED
COSTS FOR THE COMTAIMERS. FOLLOWING REVIEW OF THIS
DATA, THE UNITED STATES WILL DECIDE OM THE FORM OF
ASSISTANCE TO BE PROVIDED.

TRANSPORTATION SUPERCONTAINERS:

THE RUSSIAN SIDE MAS STATED A REQUIRENENT FOR
SUPERCONTAINERS FOR THE TRANSPORTATION OF MXC
WEAPONS AND FISSTLE WATERIAL. THE 1.5, SIDE HAS
DECIDED KOV 10 DISCUSS ASSISTANCE IN THIS AREA 1N THE
FRAMEVORK OF THESE WEETLNGS BECAUSE T (ciisn

HAS PUBLICLY STATED THAT 17 WILL PROVIDE |{
SUPCRCONTAINERS TO THE RUSSIAN SIDE, TH
THIS REQUIREMENT

ARIORED BLANKETS:

THE RUSSIAX SIDL HAS STATED A REQUIRENENT FOR|
ARMORED BLANKETS. THE UNITED STATES AGREES IN
PRINCIPLE 7O PROVIDE THESE BLANKETS TO AUGMENT THE
PROTECTIVE CAPABILITY OF EXISTING CONTAIMERS fOl
RUSSIAN NUCLEAR WEAPONS DURING TRAESPORT T0, AND

MOVEMENTS VITHIN, STORAGE AND DISNANTLEMENT FACILITIES.

THE U.S. SIDE WILL PROVIDE TO THE RUSSIAN SIDE BY
MARCH 31, 1992 ADDITIONAL TECHNICAL INFORMATION ON THE
PROPERTIES OF KEVLAR. INCLUDING FIRE RESISTAMCE,
DENSITY, WEATHERING AND DURABILITY. THIS INFORMATION
WILL BE PROVIDED YHROUGH THE U.S. IMBASSY,

1N ADDITION, TO FACILITATE A DECISION ON ASSISTANCE,
THE URITED STATES WILL PRODUCE BY MAY 1, 1992: 1) OME

TAD=92075/12312 CDSN-MAK;A%
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THIS INFORMATION, THE UNITED STATES WILL DECIDE ON THE
FORM OF ASSISTANCE TO BE PROVIDED.

RUCLEAR MATERIALS STORMGE FACILITY:

THE RUSSIMN SIDE HAS STATED A REQUIREMENT FOR A
FACILITY FOR THE LONG-TERM STORAGE OF NUCLEAR
NATERIAL. THE RUSSIAN SIDE WAS INDICATED THAT THE
LACK OF SUCH A FACILITY IS ONE OF THE MOST CRITICAL
BOTTLEMECKS IN ITS DISMANTLEMENT PLAMS. THE UNITED
STATES IS COMMITTED TG EFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE TO RUSSIA
THAT MOULD PROVIOE FOR SAFE AND SECURE STORAGE OF
URANTUM AND PLUTONIUM FROM DISMANTLEO WEAPONS.

THE MUSSIAN DESIGN FOR A LONG-TERM STORAGE FACILITY IS
AT AN EARLY STAGE OF DEVELOPMENT. THE RUSSIAN SIDE
HAS AGREED TO PROVIDE THE FEASIBILITY STUDY FOR ITS
PLANNED FACILITY TO THE U.S. EMBASSY BY MARCH 2i,
1992, THIS STUDY WILL CONTAIN THE WECESSARY
DOCUNENTATION TO ENABLE THE URITED STATES TO ASSESS IN
DETAIL ALL NAJOR ASPECTS OF THE FACILITY'S DESIGN
INCLUDINGD COST, PHYSICAL STRUCTURES AND SECURITY.

AT A LATER DATE, THE RUSSIANM SIDE WILL SPECIFY HOW
U.S, ASSISTANCE (FINAMCIAL AND MON-FINAMCIAL) WILL
ACCELERATE THE LETION OF THE FACILITY AND THE
PROCESS OF DISMANTLING RUSSIAM MUCLEAR WEAPONS. AS A
WORKING ASSUMPTION, THIS JUDGNENT VILL BE BASED OM THE
PROVISION OF $150 NILLIOW TM U.S. ASSISTANCE. INCUOING
MATERIALS MID EQUIPMENT.

BASED ON THE ABOVE INFORMATION, THE UNITED STATES WILL
OECIDE ON THE FORM OF ASSISTANCE TO BE PROVIDED,

RAILCARS:

THE RUSSIAN SIDE MAS STATED A REQUIREMENT ronF
RATLCARS TO PROVIDE SAFE AND SECURE TRANSFORT.

% THE INFORMATION PROVIDED BY THE RUSSIAN SIDE, THE
THO SIOES KAVE DETERMINED THAT THE TIME REQUIRED 70
WIOIFY AND TEST THE 25 U.S. SAFE, SECURE RAILCARS FOR
{SE [N RUSSIA WOULD BE TOO LOWG TO HAVE A SIGNIFICAXT
IMPACT ON THE PROCESS OF DISMANTLING RUSSIAM NUCLEAR
WEAPONS. THEREFORE, THE TWD SIDES HAVE DECIDED THAT
THEY WILL NO LONGER JOINTLY PURSUE THE OBJECTIVE OF
MODIFYING THE 25 U.S RAILCARS.
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TRE U.S. SIDE WILL CONSIOLR THE RUSSIAN SIDE'S REQUEST
FOR TECHNICAL ASSISTAMCE [N THE MODIFICATION OF
RUSSIAN RAILCARS TO INCLUDE ADDITIONAL SAFETY AND
SECURITY FEATURES. TO PROVIDE THE BASIS FOR A U.S.
DECISION ON SUCK ASSISTANCE, THE RUSSIAN SIOE WILL
PROVIDE TO THE UNITED STATES BY MARCH 31, 1992
SPECIFIC TECHNICAL PROPOSALS CONCERNING THE PROVISION
OF ADDITIONAL SAFETY AND SECURITY FEATURES FOR RUSSTAM
RAILCARS.

ACCIDENT RESPOMSE :

SECTEON 10 OF 10 MOSCOW 007516
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SUMMARY REPORT OF MARCH 5-1) MEETINGS IN

THE RUSSIAM SIOE EXPRESSED THE MOPE THAT UPOR THE
OELIVERY OF THE ABOVE-MENTIONED EQUIPMENT, THE UNITED
STATES WOULD PROVIOE TRAINING IN ITS USE.

THE SIDES AGREED THAT FURTHER WEETINGS OM ACCIDENT
RESPONSE ARE WECESSARY. THE SIDES ALSO AGREED THAT
PARTICIPATION BY EACH SIDE AS OBSERVORS AT A MUCLEAR
WEAPOM ACCIDENT EXERCISE OF THE OTHER SIDE WOULD BF AN
INPORTANT ELEMENT OF FUTURE EXCHAMGES.

THE U.5. SIDE VILL EVALUATE THE RUSSIAX SIDE'S REQUEST
TO DETERMINE THE MOST EFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE AND
COOPERATION 1N PREPARING FOR AND RESPONDING 10 A
MUCLEAR WEAPON ACCIOENT WITH A POTENTIAL FOR
SIGNIFICANT RELEASE OF RADIATION. THE U.S. SIDE
AGREES THAT PROPER TRAINING IN THE UNITED STATES ON
THE USE OF ANY U.S. EQUIPMENT PROVIDED TO THE RUSSIAN

TAD=82075/12312 CDSN=MAK213
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SIDE WOULD BE AN ESSENTIAL ELENENT OF AN EFFECTIVE
PROGRAM OF COOPERATION AND ASSTSTANCE.

OTHER AREAS OF ASSISTANCE:

BOTH SIDES PLACE A HIGK PRIORITY ON THE RAPID
DISMANTLEMENT OF NUCLEAR WEAPOMS. IN ORDER 10
ACCELERATE DISMANTLEMENT, THE UNITED STATES 1S
PREPARED TO CONSIDER ASSISTANCE TO DEVELOP SAFE ANO
SECURE INTERIN FACILITIES FOR STORIHG URANIM AND
PLUTONIUM FROM DISMANTLED WEAPONS.

THE UNITED STATES IS ALSO PREPARED TO CONSIDER OTHER

i ASSISTANCE IF SUCH ASSISTANCE WOULD RESULT IK A
SIGNIFICANY ACCELERATION OF THE RUSSIAN DESMANTLEMENT
SCHEDULE.

ACCOUNTING AND CORTROL SYSTEM FOR FISSILE
| KAIE!I?LIDISPOSITIW OF HIGHLY ENRICHED URANIUM AND
| PLUTONIUM:

VITHIN THE FRAMEWORK OF THE CURRENT MEETING, THE SIDES
BEGAN DISCUSSION OF ISSUES REGARDING THE UTILIZATION
OF HIGHLY ENRICHED URANIUM AND PLUTONIUM THAT ARE
BECONING AVATLABLE AS A RESULT OF THE DISMANTLING OF
MUCLEAR ARMS, AS WELL AS ORGAWIZATION OF A SYSTEM OF
ACCOUNTING AND CONTROL OF MUCLEAR MATERIALS. AN
EXTERSIVE EXCHANGE OF VIEWS WAS HELD IN THE COURSE OF
WHICK THE SIDES SET FORTH THEIR APPROACHES TO
RESOLYING THESE PROBLEMS.

THE SIDES CONSIDER IT USEFUL TO CONTINUE DISCUSSING
THE AFOREMENTIONED ISSUES IN ORDER TO AGREE ON
MEASURES THAT COULD BE UNDERTAKEN BY THE SIDES TOWARD
DEVELOPING COOPERATION IN THIS FIELD.

END TEXT. .
COLLINS BY
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