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e The triumvirzte of Andropov,
Usting in the leadership so lons
that tre c policy issues. (In this
regarad, r: is mentally and physically
ten yesrs eaders are ten years older.”)
But the they need a decrease in
tension ¢ form (he spoke of the
t“:rtr: etting worse®), but are
frustrate red and simply don't know
NGW 6 ore

- Endropov's stiterent of Septenber 26 wae virtually unprec-
coented arnd ie g Jezdership's current frus-
tration. 71¢ wasg : pri i far the Scviet audience (to
warn them that they could not e pect an easing of tensions with
the U.E. and had to be prepared $o tighten their belts) and to

“our frierds in Enrope"
leadership is convireced +
bring their system down a
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he anti-nuclear mcvement). But the
at the PBeagan 2dmipistration is out to
nd will give no guarter; therefore they :

have no choice but to hurnker down and fight back. ;
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manths 1nte the next ‘1>1$;“—~;"‘n »iﬂszx
dﬁﬁﬁstic ECONOmMY remalins ty issue frf:r‘:;~;;h';rﬁr=»=:
their stance. ; e ha =
x )¢ ikiﬁfiﬁif: Vishne st of the talking durinc

lunc ,~hut I pointed out that the Soviet f:edlca%eﬁ:
as he deseribed 1t, was result of their own actions i
ar.‘fhnjr own aggressive g and pot of propasanda
manipulation on our part. (He did not disagree.) 1 tolg Bim
they could not have handled the FAL massacre worse, (He agreed.)
I str¢ssed that, despite evaerything, we were still prepareé to
Aegotlate sericusly to lower srme levels and had made proposals
which should interest them, 1f they indeed do desire a reduction
of tension, (This elicited his comments implying that the Soviet
leadership, at the moment at least, is incapable of considering
them rationally.)
In response to his comment. that the Soviet leaders are convinced

that they could deal with this Administration, I told bim
that Soviet act across the board created grave doubts that we
could deal with the Soviets. All Soviet actions and their
Propagandistic and cne-sided "proposals" secmed designed to
aA0quire or perpetuate Sovief military superiority. There could
cbviously be no agreements on this basis, and so long as these
Soviet policies persisted, we could not take seriously Soviet
professions of a desire to improve relations,

Comment : Vishnevsky has held key positions with Pravda for many
years, so he clearly has sound Party and (almost certainly) KGBH

credentials. His trade is propaganda and his specialty the U.S.
We must assume that, in general, he was conveying a series of
messages someone in the regime wants us to hear. He was so
intent on getting his comments off his chest that he carefully
avoided debating any points I made, either agreeing with them or
letting them pass. There is obviously a heavy potential here for
disinformation, and his comments must be treated with caution.
Nevertheless, I would summarize the real messages he tried to

convey as the following:
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