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Summary:
This document is a letter from Robert Alston of the FCO's Joint Nuclear Unit, to Mr. P.R.

Fearn at the British Embassy in Islamabad. In the letter, Alston discusses the recent visit
of a US State Department official, Thomas Pickering, to the Foreign Office in London.

Credits:

This document was made possible with support from Carnegie Corporation of New York (CCNY)
Original Language:
English

Contents:

Original Scan


digitalarchive.wilsoncenter.org

igital Archive BHGHID P owaral 168 Sl dcah A

Foreign and Commonwealth Offica

_mm /623 % Z/_;__.*
London SWi1A 2ZAH RED ""' TRY Mo, 76

Telophone 01-

3
L3 |
-

e o ey AT
Af./_ —F =5 -lr".“_v — = ﬂ J m
Y. A&w Your rdferance B */ e
Mr P R Fearn ] G by v ('Y} Ww J ‘ |
British Enbasgy '-«Lv_\ _ Our re BTt e ]

Islamabad Wil Pus ®/y
s }Jltzb Pats 20 April 1979

- : h. o

B
L SR T P V:S(Eﬂni)
FPARTSTAN NUCLEAR FPROGRAMM f i J.m C s

1. Tom Pickering of the State Department stopped over briefly
in London this morning to brief Tony Parsons and others on
current American thinking. He recalled Hrilummel Vg approach
to General Zia on 9 April., Thieg had been made in the lfrht

of the recent American reaffirmation of the 1959 r"ﬂ(:l.trl""
agreement between the twa countries. n the nucleaxr issue,
General Zia had taken the line that Fakistan had no weapons
programme but did have a research programme for civil purposes,
HHe would be happy to discuss security questions with the Americans,
bitt felt that it would hﬁ more appropriate to discuss the nuclear
programme after Fakistan's elections in November.

2. On the basis of this the Americans had developed a two stage
approach. Fostponement of discussion of the nuclear issue until
November was unacceptable. The Peakistanis could do too much in
the meantime. Morecver the Americans ﬂmr” to link discussion

on the nuclear and security issues and did not wish to delay

the opening of a dialopue on the latter for more than six months,
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3. The Americans were therefore now propuslh
poeint about a civil research programme and ©
agreement that this vhcuid be frozen at its present level. On
enrichment, the Americans would argune that research alone was
inconsistent with what the Americans knew about three separate
sites. They would ftherelfore propese that Lhe I1¥1Stdnl¢ should
gatop all activity other than at Chaklnla ‘hey would seek an
assurance that the FPakisgtanis would not or' Uau;wmeqt ar

technol ogy, or undertake ncbiv‘Lv 'ﬁe% would naturally
prefer this in writing but the Am sador had some discretlion on
tactiecs. At a slightly later ﬂtugn in the conversation they would
seek Lo put a guantative ceiling of S50 separative work units

(8WUs) at up to 5% vpvichﬂﬁpk on i was well below the
cut—of¢ at which ITALA safepuards enrichment activity become
mendatory. (In fact, ’u~ Leans wo ’57n o concede

in negotiation that Sihala could also
operate without

to take up Zia's
seek Pakistani
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. The Americans would also be seeking FPakistani assurances that
they would fulf‘ll thein 1996 sﬁfmruﬂ?ﬂﬁ ipraementy wibkh uhﬁ TARA
in respect of their three reprocessing sites, and that they
would import no peprocessing eguipment. M™ey would also be

geeking formal repetition ol assurances that no development;
work on muclear weapons was btaking
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