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Wilson Center Digital Archive Translation - English

2 November 1962

 From the following telegram you will learn the details of the important statement
made by McCloy in the talks on monitoring the dismantling of the "offensive
weaponry." He declared that in view of Castro's refusal to agree to a ground-based
monitoring, the Americans were willing not to insist [on that], knowing the forms and
methods of monitoring put forth in Khrushchev's message, [but] that it was necessary
to find other methods for convincing the Americans that the dismantling process had
been completed and that everything had been removed.  

 In response to my question about whether there was some concrete proposal as to
how this should be done, he said the following: to allow them the possibility of flights
over Cuba for inspections from the air, without ground-based monitoring; this was the
first point. The second was that the Soviets provide the Americans with information
about how much of the weaponry has been dismantled and removed, and when. The
important part of this is not to impart secret military information that reveals the
nature and capacities of this weaponry.  

 I rejected here the possibility of flights over Cuba, since that would affect the
sovereignty of Cuba itself. The proposal about information from our side, I said,
should be discussed with our military specialists, who arrived with me to aid
Kuznetsov.  

 McCloy reported with great satisfaction that on 1 November their plane had flown
over Cuba without being fired at, and had made photos. He attributed this to the
presence of Soviet specialists at the anti-aircraft missile installations.   

 I conclude that if our agreement with Castro not to shoot down American planes
retains its force, then when they fly one or two more times it will mean that
inspections on the dismantling have been carried out. There remains the issue of
inspections on the removal of the dismantled weaponry, which could be resolved
through means suggested by McCloy.  

 In view of this, Castro's position, which rejects the possibility of on-site inspections,
will cease to be an obstacle to settling with the Americans the issue of monitoring the
dismantling and removal of the weaponry.  

 I consider all this to be expedient.  

 In my talks with Castro I will fully explain our position on the issue of monitoring in
accordance with Khrushchev's message, I will show him its correctness and
acceptability, from our point of view, for Cuba.  

 In connection with the Americans' proposal laid out earlier, and taking into account
the Cubans' arrogance, I consider it expedient not to insist or ensure that they reject
their position on not allowing observers onto their territory to check on the
dismantling and removal process, the position which they have made clear to U Thant
and have published several times in the press.  

 In truth, in Castro's speech yesterday this position was made to seem somewhat
more flexible.  

 I await instructions concerning this matter in Havana.  

 2.XI.62 A. Mikoyan


