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i MEMORANDUM FOR MR. FRANK C. CARLUCCI
E g THE WHITE HOUSE
¢
-
é : Subject: The President Meeting with NWeil Kinnock,
] { March 27,
E In connection with the President's meeting with UK Labor

-, Party Leader Neil Kinnock on March 27, we are forwarding the
. attached list of recommended participants in the meeting and
biographic reports on Kinneck and the members of his party.

j?)/ Melvyg Levitsky

Executive Secretary
Attachments:
1, List of recommended participants

2., Biographic repcrts
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The President's Meeting with Neil Kinnock, March 27, 1987

Recommended Pacticipants

f u.s.

UK

¢ The President

i Secretary Shultz

\ Howard Baker, Chief of Staff

: Frank Carlucci, National Fevin Barron, Parliamentary
Security Advisor Private Secretary

Asgistant Secretary Ridgway Charles Clarke, Private Secretary

NSC Notetaker Patricia Hewitt, Press Secretary

Nell Kinnock, Labor Party Leader
Denis Healey, Labor Foreign
Affairs Spokesman
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SEERET _ATTACHMENT
THE WHITE HOUSE

wasrHINGTGN March 26, 1987
4 MEETIRG WITH NEIL XINNOCK
DATE: Ma -

{ LOCATION: Oval Office
TIME: 10:00 - 10:10 a.m,

FROM: FRANK C. CARLUCC

f I. BURPOSE: To emphasize our strong opposition to Labor!':
Rieclear policies and to underscore that they could cha

"Special Relationship." .
'ﬂﬁ II. BACKGROUND: Your meeting with British Labor party leader,
f
}
!

the

Vell Einnock, comes at a time of intense political interest
in the UK. There is increasing speculation that Mre.
Thatcher will call electicns later this year, While she
need not face elections before June 1988, Mra. Thatcher
recently said publicly that any date during the last year of
TN her five-year term was "falr game.* Her comment firmly

. opens the door for elections anytime after June 9%, Mrs.
R Thatcher's precise thinking f{a.Britain's best kept political
BN gecret, but most pundits preédict either June or early Pall.

T Rinnock has timed his vislt to coincide with Mrs. Thatcher's

e trip to the Soviet Union. He, of course, wants his meeting
with you to go well and to show that he, like Mrs. Thatcher,

- is an important player in international affairs, You often
meet with major oppesition leaders and Charlie Price strongly
urged this meeting; sc there is nothing extraecrdinary about
your seeing Kinnock,

While Kinnock will want to accentuate the positive, our
objectives are different: we want to make it ¢lear that
Labor's defense policies would adversely affect our common

Linagry uoSuoy PrOWDY 51 10 PRNPOIIY

Britain's nuclear forces and close US nuclear bases in
Britain. Last week Labor modified its position, when
Kinnock promised to keep US cruise missiles in Britain Y
while US=-Soviet INF negotiations continue. But this is only
& tactical move. Morecver, it still weakens the Western
bargaining pesition because it signals to the Soviets that,
should they ever walk away from the table, Labor would still
expel our nuclear missiles, The net result of a Labor
government would be a "denuclearized" Britain and a érastic
weakening of Western security.

Kinnock may suggest that Labor would enhance Britain's
conventional contribution to NATO. Budgetary constrainte
make this very unlikely, even if British nuclear forces are
eliminated, He also just declared that Labor would cancel

N security interests and severely strain US-UK relationa. s
S This needs to be done firmly, but delicately, as it would
?;# strengthen Kinnock if we appeared to be intervening in UK
C\.\:i domesgtic politics.
S¥ M A majority Labor government would unilaterally dismantle

)
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{ CEMEIDENTTAL WITH cec Vice President
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UK participation in SDI research and he has been very
critical of our policies in Southern Africa and Central
America. He may, aa well, try to argue that Labor's call
for a nuclear-free Europe is consistent with the pogition
you took at Reykjavik. -You should challenge this campaign
ploy.

The organization of Kinnock's trip to Washington has bean

haphazard. His people tried to aveid using the British Embassy,

and enly agreed at the last minute to Ambassador Acland's

attendance at the meeting, And his schedule does not include the
usual ¢alls on George or Cap. He is expacted to see a few people

on the Hill, where we are confident he will receive a similar
critical message,

At home, Labor and Kinnock are in some disarray following
crushing defeats in two recent by-electicns and former Prime
Minister Callaghan has strongly criticized the party's
defenge program. Rinncck's-leadership abilities are also
under attack. While we must aveid giving him a sympathy
vote, you need to make ¢lear our sericus concern over .
Labor's pledge to depart unilaterally frem agreed NATC
strategy. You should emphasize that we will not achieve
- arms reductions without Alliance solidarity. Kinnock will
be accompanied by Denis Healey, Shadow Forelgn Secretary and
former Defense Minister, who, while basically friendly to
the US, can be a forceful debater.

Gacrge's scope paper (at Tab .B) lays out nicely the contrast
between what we want and what Kinnock wants. Your suggested
talking puints are at Tab A,

III. BARTICIPANTS:

The President

The Vice President
Secretary Shultz

Secretary Weinberger

Prank Carluceci

Een Duberstein

Assistant Secretary Ridgway
Peter Sommer, NS¢

Heil Rinnock, British Labor Party Leader
Ambassador Acland

Denis Healey, Shadow Foreign Secratary
Charles Clarka, Private Secretary

IV. ERESS PLAN: Press pool coverage

V. SEQUENCE OF EVENTS: Photo opportunity followed by
rie BCussion meeting.,

Prepared by:
Peter R. Sommer
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WASHINGTON
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March 24, 1987

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE PRESIDENT
FROM: George P. Shultz

'f SUBJECT: visit of British Opposition Leader Neil
Kinnock, March 27, 1387

i WHERE DOES OUR RELATIONSHIP STAKD?

© U.S8. relations with the Labor Party have heen strained
since the left wing gained control of the party in 1981.

Giuqry wofvay prowoy Hp wwmﬂ’a@

O Awareness in the U.S. of the new leadership's support for
unilateral nuclear disarmament and American ¢riticism of
those policies heightened over past year as the

R possibility of Labor's coming teo power increased.

y

-t
~

@ Labor's position in the polis and Kinnock's leadership
zating have detericrated significantly since last fall,

o This fall from public faver has been due in gignificant
measure to the British public's reaction to Labor's
proposals on defensew-unilateral removal of all uv.8.

" nuclear systems, scrapping British ballistic missiles,
and cancellation of the British Trident progra.

© Kinnock's inaugural visit to Washington in 1984 as the
new Labor leader went well but a more recent trip last
December for several public appearances and meetings with
Members of Congress was notably less successful because
he found virtually ng support for his defense policies,

o Influential Cengressmen and Senators, including liberal
Democrats, have uniformly criticized Labor's defense
program to Kinnock and other Labor leaders here and in
Londen,

© In positioning himself for his ¢all on you, Kinnock
modified his position on the removal of cruise missiles
from Britain and would now permit them .o remain as long
as INF negotiations with the Soviets were underway.

WHAT DO WE WANT?

¢ To show an even-handed approach to the leader of a major
British party and deflect charges of favoritism and
interference in the approaching British electionsg,
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To inform Xinnock that, even with the changes on the
timing of the remaval of cruise missiles, the U.S. and
the Alliance have grave problems with Labor's defense
program.,

To ensure that Labor and the British public understand
that while we will deal constructively with any
government elected by the British peopls, Labor's defenss
policies would invelve gerious consequences for the UK
and the Alliance,

1 WHAT DOES XINNOCK WANT?
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To meet with the President as Leader of the British
Opposition and potential Prime Minister to demonstrate
that he is 2 serious figure in international affairs.

To present his offer on cruise missiles and thereby to be

seen as a good ally and a participant in the arms control
pProcess.

To show that he can get along wikh the UK's most
important ally despite differeaces on defense policy.

To show that he and the President share a common
abhorrénce of nuclear weapons and that Labor's policies
are not that far from curs.

To find or create signs that Washington could live with a
Lahor Government and a unjlateralist defenae policy
despite current rhetoric.

WHAT CAN BE ACHIEVED FROM THIS VISIT?

=]

Reiterate our basic concerns with Labor's proposals on
defense.

Convince Kinnock that Labor‘s defense policies could
strain US=UK relations and severely damage the Alliance.

Demonstrate publicly our respect for the democratic
process in the UK while anderlining our disagreement with
a specific policy.

Make clear the difference between our approach to arms
redyctions and a less nuclear world and that of Labor and
other supporters of unilateral disarmament.

Attachment: Suggested Talking Peints

—CONFIBENTIL
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Talking Points for the President's Meeting with Neil Xinnock
J Bilateral

The U.S. and Great Britain have enjoyed an especially close
and mutually beneficial relationship since the outbreak of
World War II,

This has endured through changes of governments on both
sides of the Atlantic of differing political philecsophies.

Key elewents in our relationship have been our shared
perceptions con strategic and security issues and the role
played by the UX in NATO and in other parts of the world.

We would not wish this to change, but the positions Labor
has adopted on defense issues would make it very difficult
for any American administration to carry on as before with a
Labor Government,

As George Shultz and Secretary Weinberger have made clear,
we are deeply concerned about the defense policies of your
party which directly affect us and the rest of the Aliiance.

Because we would be directly affected, we have felt obliged
to speak out to make sure you and others understand our
position,

At the same time, we do not wish to and will not attempt to
interfere in your country's internal affairs and the coming
British elections.

Labor's Defense Policies

We do not consider your party's pres¢ription of unilateral
nuclear disarmament an effective way to defend our countries
and the rest of WATO or to achieve meaningful reductions in
nuclear weapons.

Even with the modifications yeu have made about leaving
cruise miggiles temporarily in the UK during INF
negotiations, we believe Labor's nuclear withdrawal
proposals would be disastrous for deterrence and for the
Atlantic Alliance.

We are working to achlieve real reductions in nuclear weapons
in the negotiations in Geneva.

Given Gorbachev's recent removal of a Soviet roadblock toc an
INF agreement, we are more optimistic about the
pogsgibilities for svocess.
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-- We will have a better idea of the prospects for success
after Secretary Shultz' visit to Moscow next month.

-- If we are able to reach agreement with the Russians, it will
. be due to the Alliance's determination, solidarity, and
1 willingness to station missiles in saveral countries.

-~ The cruise and Pershing II missiles are deployed because of
T NATQ's decision to counter the nuclear-armed Soviet $5-20°s
” aimed at Western Europe.

-- From our experience, the Russians will negotiate under those
circumstances; they will not give up significant military
capabilities if they know that by waiting they can achieve
the same results at no cost to themselves,

-

-- While nuclear detexrence imposes great burdens on the world
and on its leaders, it has kept the peace in Rurope for more
than 40 years,

-- Nueclear weapons, unfortunately but realistically, will have
ko be part of the West's arsenal and the agreed strategy of
flexible response for the foreseeable future

-- We need to manage the problems nuclear weapons pose rather
than wishing them away.

-- While we all need to do more to strengthen cur conventional
defenses, that alone will not assure our safety.

-— A "defensive" conventional defense for NATO, such as
proposed by Labor and others, is also hardly the recipe for
dealing with the massive Scviet conventional threat to
Eurcpe.

Central America

—-- You have said some very harsh things about our support for
the democratic forces in NWicaragua and elsewhere in Central
America.

~= We¢ recognize that there will be differsences, even among
close friends, about tactics.

-~ We find it difficult to understand, however, when leaders in
democratic countries effectively support totalitarianism and
communism in our part of the world where important interasts
are at stake for us.

CONFIBERTIE
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TALKING POINTS

Welcome to White House. Our countries have long enjoyed a
close and mutually beneficial relationship. It has lasted
through changes of government of widely differing political

philosophies on both sidea of the Atlantic .

Key elements in our relationship have been shared

perceptions of securpity interests and collective defense

through NATO,

But in all cardor, Labor's positions on defense issues would
maxe it very difficult. for any American administration to
carry on as before with a Labor government. Your defense
policies would have a profound and unpredictable effect on

WATO, our bilateral relationship, and on East=West relations.

Since we would be directly affected, we have an obligation
to speak out on your propesed policies. Please be assured
that we will not attempt to intervene in Britain's internal

affairs and the coming electicns.

It is NATO's policy of firmness, solidarity, and willingness
fo deploy INF missiles -- not unilateral abandonment of
nuclear weapons -- that has caused the Soviets to negotiate

seriously,
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Your party's prescription of unilateral nuclear disarmament
undercuts both our negotiating positions and WATO's strategy

of flexible responge.

We have noted your recent modification leaving cruise
missiles in the UK during INF negotiations. But your
fundamental policies -- giving up Britain's nuclear
deterrent and removing NATO-dedicated US foreces from the UK
-- do not appear to have.cﬁanged. These policies are

unacceptable for reasons I just cited.

Whether to maintain British nuclear forces is entirely a
British decision. Yet we strongly believe these foxces
enhance NATO's deterrence posture, which is the heart of our
cbjective: preventing war. They alsc add to Britain's

leadership role, which is important to us.

While we all need to do more to strengthen our conventional
defenges, that alone will not assure our safety.
History shows that conventlonal balances can be very

uncertain.

Prospects for an agreement with the Soviets seem to have
improved, We will have a better idea following Secretary
Shultz's vislt to Moscow next month, But one thing has not
changed: without Alliance solidarity there will not he

progress. !
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{If raised}: There is no correlation between your party's
call for a nuclear-free Europe and the Reykjavik proposals.
Your versien is unilateral disarmament; ours is staged
reductions by both.sides as Mrs. Thatcher and I spelled out
at Camp David. The long-term aim of reducing and uvltimately
eliminating the threat of nuclear weapone will not be served

oy unilateralism,

Central Amerjeca: You have -said harsh things about our
support for the democratic forces in Nicaragua and elsewhere
in Central America. We find it difficult to understand why
sothe leaders in democratic countries effectively support
totalitarianism in the Western Hemisphere where important US

interests at stake.
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Welcome. COur countries Long enjoyed a
close/mutually beneficial ralationship.

Has lasted through changes of government
of widely differing political philcsophies.
Key elements in relationship have bean
shared perceptions of security intsrasts
and collective defensa through NATO. .

Labor's positions on defense would make
it difficult for any Amarican
administration to carry on as befora,
Your policies would have a profound/
unpredictable effect on NATO, Bast-
Wast relations and bilateral relations,

Since directly affectad,
obligation to speak cut. Pleass ba
assaured that we will not attempt to
intervens in Britain's internal affairs.

have an

It is HATO's policy of firmness,
solidarity, and willingness to deploy INF
missiles == not unilateral disarmameant -—-—
that has caused Soviets to negotiata
seriously. Your party's prescription of
unilataral nuclear disarmament undercuts

both our negotiating positions and NATO's
strategy.

3

Have noted your recent modification
leaving cruise missiles in the UK during
INF negotiations, But your fundamental
policiea, which are unacceptable, dc not
appear to have changed. George and Cap
may wish to say few words,

Whather to maintain nuclear forces is
entirely a British decision. Strongly
believe thase forces enhance NATO's
deterrence posture, and deter war.
They also add to Britain's leadership
role, which is important to us.
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41! need to do more to Atrangthen
conventional defenses, but that alone
will not assure our gafety, Higtory
shows that conventional balances can be
Very uncertain.

Prospects for agreement with

improved. will have a bettars?;::t. have
following Secretary Shultz's viagt to
Moscow next month, One thing has not
changed: without Alliance solidarity
thers will not 'be progress.

H

{I1f raised): No correlation between your
call for a nuclear-free Europe and
Revykjavik propesals, Your version is
unilateral disarmament; ours 13 staged
reductions ag Mrs. Thatcher and I spell
out at Camp David, My long=-term aim of
reducing/eventually eliminating nuclear
weapons not served by unilateralism.

‘Central America: You have said harsh

things about our support for democratic
forces in Nicaragua and elsewhere in
Central America. ¥Find it difficult to
understand why some leaders in democratic
countries support totalitarijanism where
vital US interests at stake.
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